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THE TRANSLATER TO 
the Chriſtian Readers. 


AND TO ALL THOSE ESPECITAL- 
ly, whoſe hard hapitis, or _ be, to beſedu- 
ced onto Popery,: that bythe belpe of this Books, 
and their owne Prayers,they may be deliuered 
from the Euill, when the Prieſts and Teſuirs 
wonld leadr thers intetemp- 
tation, © | 

=3$Herc is a bold Nation of men (the Tempters 

aboue mentioned I meane)flily of latecreptin 

ainengft yon(well-meaning & abuſcd people) 

whoſe enticements (as you know too well) 

| ſtill begin with the Church; ſaying you ?ro- 

teftants are direQ Hereticks,you haue no Church: Are you 

thereforereconciled to the Chyrch+ Meaning all this time 
the Romexe Church. Had they faircly meant © Catholike 
Church, I know no C/#i/ziſt that hath put this Article out 
of his Creed, 7 beleeue the holy Catholike Church, And to ſay, 
7 belceue : What elſe implies it,but to belecue himfelfe to be 
of it; elſe, why his Creed? That therfore you may make one 
Romaniſt to anfwere all thereſt; doe but tyrne him, that 
would ſeduce you, vnto theſe two firſt Chapters ; and hee 
ſhall there finde, tharfor thoſe few points of Reformation, 
both-in marter of DoQringangd Cercmonie,, wherein the 
Proteſtants have inſfly diſſented fro bs Papyſts, wecan be 
no Heretickes. And that their owne: new-Doctors, who 
boaſt fomuchof Aijtiquity , can no where.ſhew our Do. 
Qrinetobe ſufficiently condemned,befoxethe time of thar 
kith'Gofpel che Ramapi/ ;,the Councelof 7! m——_ 

, lids . g , q —_ whic 


The Tranſlator to the Reader, 


which ended no more than ſome ſixtic yrares agoe; the 
third Chapter willeuidently ſhew them. And how incom- 
petent a iudge an Adyerfarie is, and how vnlawtull a 
Councell that of Trcmt was, the Inftances of the fourth 
and fifth Chapters will evince it. Laſtly, that wee prote- 
ſtants, hauing cuer continued true members of the trae, 
holy, and Catholique Church, doe not now nced any Re 
conciliation to theirs of Roowre, the laſt Chapter will abun- 
dantly demonſtrate it, Which ſixe Chapters being written 
by a Gentleman, who euery where proteſſcs him'clfe one of 
theirs, if they would offer to ſhift off (as they haue euaſi- 
ons enow ) by ſaying that what is wrirten in this Booke, is 
but the opinion of one DoQtor : Loe then, we hauc nor on- 
ly the Authors opinions, bur the ſtrength of his reaſons to 
vrge them withall, Allwhich are ſo mannerly, ſo directly, 
and fo ſuccin&ly roucht vpon, and come off ſo hanſome- 
ly,asno man(in my opinion) hath yer faid better, that pur- 
poſed to ſay fo little, 

To giue you therefore the minde of the Author in a 
word : Nothing was here written with any intention to 
vrgevs Proteſtants, any whit to depart from our Right in 
yeclding to a Reconciliation with them; but to perſwade 
them rather, to eſtecme better of vs : and to demonſtrate 
withall, that if they will iudge right,they muſt needs thinke 
well. And this is the purpoſe of the Tranſlater alſo. Fo ſhew 
you therefore to vaderftand all this Bocke ; If the Reader 
ſhall ſometimes fcelc, thatthis Author now and then giucs 
the Proteſtants a light fillip by the way z he ſhall obſerue in 
the concluſton, that irwas to reach his owne Romaniſts, a 
ſmarter blow ; which is ſatisfaQion enough. And that he 
giues vs any at all, let vs but conſider, that the Amhor 
#hough hee were a moderate man, vet that he was, withall 
aPapiſt, and it will take away much of the ſcandal, Laſtly, 
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The TYanſlatdy to the Reader, 


which will gine'vs as much aduantageas we candefire from 
one man,which is to anſwer them by one of their owne; this 
Gentlemanthe Author #.C. was too well knowne here in 
England to haue continued a moſt zealous Roman Catho-. 
lique vntill his dying day, and yetneuertheleſſe are all his 
Reaſons for moderation, directed to the Papiſts, as if they 
ſhould firſt begin itz and all his concluſions dire&tly for the 
Proteſtants,as though we ſhould ſtill hold them. Nay, and 
which is ſomewhat more; whereas all this is with vs of Eny- 
land, common to our Brethren the Proteſtants of Fraxce, 
erdoth this Booke make more for vs at home,than it doth 
Þr them,for whoſe ſakes it was firſt written, For though we 
haue with them entertained the points of Reformation; yet 
hauc we not ſo far receded from the more Primitiue Roman 
Church (which he ſtands for)bur that we ſtill fetaine more 
of the necefſary Cercmonics,ſolemnities,and Church Dif. 
ciplinc, than they of France haue done ; witneſſe his ſecond 
Chapterof Ceremonies; which is ſtill for our aduantage. 
As therefore this little Booke hath beene twice already 
printed in Fraxe, which is an argument of the Proreſtants 
ood liking of it therezſo hath it foure or five ſeuerall times, 
borh by Diuinesand Gentlemen of our own Religion, been 
tranſlated both into Latine and Engliſh, which is a demog- 
ftcatine Reaſon tro me,how much it hath beene lik'd and de- 
fired. To ſauc therefore the labour of writing it out, which I 
ftillobſcrued, as many deſirous to doe as could get Copies 
of it.l hauethoughtfit ro letmine be publiſhed:defiring all 
thoſe thar light vpon it,tobe as impartiall andcharitable,as 
the Authorhimfelfe wiſhes them, Which if they be,] hope 
well that the ſtricteſt need not bee offended , and the wel- 
minded m——_ much benefitby it, Which being my 0n- 
ly defire, I ſhall ener pray for, 7 


We We 


how the name of HyvGvenors, 


which our Author euery where vſeth, 
came, farit. ro be'giuen to the 
French PRotEsTANTS. 


I Here i euer ſome Salt as well zs Gall in malice, and thi; 
temper makes it ſometimes bitterly witty ; 4s may apprare 
by this name of Haguenots; by mich and noother , doe 

the French Papiſts generally vouchſafe to call the Proteſtants. It 
was takew wp about the yeert 15 5g. which was ſome foure or fine 


neeres before Mr,Caluins death, Till which temetheywere called 


Tourengeaux 3,. of the Ce of Tours , where the Proteflants 
woſbly v/ed. Butabowt that tree; there hawiny beexe « fooliſh opt- 


ion, of a Night-Spiruts walking vp and down the ftreetes, which - 
theycalled King Hugon : This fantts made one of the Citie Gates 


to betalcAKing Hugons Gate; and the Proteſtants bermy once 

b[erued inthe night,to goe thorow that Gate vmeo their Aſſemblies 
«xd holyExerciſes, were thereupon called Hugucnors, Hee that 
will ſee moreof tis Name, avd the occafion of it, may finde 
hanſome yore of #4 in Menficur Paſquicrs Recherches, 
lib.7. cap. 5.2» Whither ir eferre.y0m 


THE FIRST OCCASION 


Tn 


FAITHEFVLL SVBIECTS, 


and principally tothoſe (atholikes 


that are defirtus of the quiet of the 
Church and Stat. 


ha H ins are now thirty yeeres and more (at 
: ſeuerall times) fince we haue had perpetus 
all warres with the Huguen ts, as with Re- 
bels and Heretikes : though we haue per- 
cciucd of late that our former opinion 
was mrongtally conceiued againſt them: and we may 
be aiſo miſtaken in the latter and that time,which hath 
made it appeare, that they arc notRebels,may diſcoucr 
likewiſe vato vs,that they are not Heretikes.But howſo- 
euer; it were much tobe withed inthe meane time, that 
wee would entertaine a charicable conceit of them, till 
there bemore cuidence giuen in againſt them, 

The bitter difſention in Religion , hath beene the 
ſpring-head of all our miſeries. That was it, which 
brought them forth at firſt, and which yet nurſeth them: 
whence it is now come to paſſe, that thoſe men who are 
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which our Author eucry where vſeth, 


came, firlt. to be giuen to the 
French PkotEsTANTS. 


Here is euer ſome Salt as well zs Gall in malice, and thi; 
; temper makes it ſomtins bitterly witty ; 45 may apprare 
by this name of Haguenots; by mbich and no other , doe 
the French Papiſts generally vouchſafe to rall the Proteſtants. It 
was take vp about the yeert 15 59g. which was ſome foure or fine 
yeeres before Ms,Caluins death, Till which rimetheywere called 
Tourengeaux 3, of the Cutie of Tours , where the Proteftants 
w”ſely fe But about thai tinge, there bhawny beexe « fooliſh opi- 
, 0h, 
theycalled King Hugon : This fancis made one of the Citic Gates 
eo betal/cAKing Hugons Gate; and the ®roteſtants berg once 
obfe erucd intbe night,to gae thorow that Gate Vrto their Aſſemblies 
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a Night-Spirats walking vp and downe the ftreetes, which 


" A + 


T O 
ALL TH E-KEMISTS 
FAITHFVLL SVBIECTS, 
and principally tothole (atholikes 


3 that are defrrous of the quiet of the 
Church and Stat. 


aHzns are now thirty yeeres and more (at 
ſeuerall times) fince we haue had perpetus 
all warres with the Hugwen ts, as with Re- 
bels and Heretikes : though we haue per- 
cciucd of late that our former opinion 
was wrongfully conceiued againſt them: and we may 
| be aiſo miſtaken in the latter; and that time,which hath 
| made it appeare, that they arc notRebels,may diſcouer 
likewiſe vato vs,that they arc not Heretikes.But howſo- 
ener, it were much tobe withed in the meane time, that 
wee would entcrtaine a charicable conceit of them, till 
there bemore cuidence giuen in againſt them, 

The birter difſention in Religion , hath beene the 
ipring-head of all our miſeries. That was ic, which 
brought them forth at firſt, and which yet nurſeth them; 
whence it is now cometo paſſe, that thoſe men who are 
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The Authors Epeſile to the Readey. 


at this preſent, diſturbers of the State, haue atthe very 
ſelfe-ſame time begun to raiſe tumults in the Realme, 
and to reuijue and cxaſperate the differences which we 
haue inReligion:1n ſuch faſhion,as thar the practiſes of 
the vrincipaſ Leaguers, and the turbulent Sermons of 
diuers Preachers ( for I blame not all ) haue beene (as ic 
were) Hippocrates twins, who went alwaies together, 
laughralwaics together; and it may chance, that theſe 
alſo may weepe together : and wee haue ſeene the expe- 
rience of it,that the tongues of the one haue done more 
miſchiefe than the ſwords of the other. 

See the cauſe then,why in the beginning of theſe late 
troublcs,theCarholike Apologic hath laboured co qua- 
life this heat, and to confure the flanders giuen out 
againſt the Reformed Religion, and thoſe of it. Which 
Apology hath been in part refuted,bur ſo coldly,as that 
no proofes which the Confuter produceth, could make 
me ſce any reaſon, why we ſhould fo peremptorily con- 
demne the Heguenzrs for Heretikes, although differing 
from vs,about the explication of ſome points of Reli- 
gion, Vpon which I was induced a yeare ſince & more, 
to anſwer the Reaſons aforeſaid, Bur finding the Argu- 
ments to be of great weight,l iudged it fitter to write a 
juſt Treatiſe thereof by ir ſelfe, than to anſwer the obie- 


ions hudled vp together by another man: which hath 


cauſed me alſo both to ſuppreſſe that which I had writ- 
ren already,and todefer thatwhich Iſuppoſed to write, 
And longer I ſuppoſe I had deicrred it,it theſe late Tra- 


Henry 2» gedicsacted in the murthers of our two laſt Kings, had 
Henry 4+ not put mee in the conceit of it, how that theſe horrid 


Acts ſprung from the ſelfe-ſame fountaine, and that 
only vpon this ground too, namely, That the erromrs f 
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Toe Authors Epiſtle t9 the Readey, 


the Huyu:n1;s are ſo exceedtngly enormous; they found 
their Aaximzs, by which they perſwade themſclues, 
That a man may take any courſe lawtull or valawtall,to 
deſtroy them and their tauourers, 

Another motiuc I alſo had, which induced m2 15 
procecd in my purpoſe of writing. VWhich was :*.* 
confideration of the fortunate proceedings oi vu 


late King * Henxy (whom his enemies malero be: _ 


called, Great) ali the tim2 that hee continued prote- 
ſtaar : Then whoſe troubles we nccd ſeeke no tucther 
cxample , to ſhew how God both diflikes mans blou- 
die courſes, and diſpoics alſo of his owne procee- 
dings, his ownz way, For God neuer produces any 
extraordinary cuent, without ſome extracrdinaric 
Nefſigne. But how extraordinarily God in the begin- 
ning fauoured his Maicſtic, whiles hee continued Pro- 
tcftant, none knowes ſo well as his enemies, foraſ(- 
much as God made vſe of their courſes, for his ad- 
uancement. They conceited ir, that by emvroylin 
France in Ciuill warres, to hauz ruined him; and heſs 
warres haue increaſed his honour and power. They, 
impatient of delayes, thought preſently by vniuſtifi- 
able praQtifes, to haue vrged rhe late King * to haue 
roſecutcd him with more viotence, 'than - had done 
| $0459 wag and theſe plots of theirs, haue beene both 
the cauſcs of the vtterruine of his enemies, and of his 
reconcilement to rhe King. Briefly, his enemies thruſt 
Armes into his hands oe their owne deſtrucions: 


—_— — - - 


gue 


* Henry 3» 


The Awthors Eyiſie to the R 1ader. 


given him the Kingdome. May wee imagine that Ged 
had no deſigne., in the bringing about ot theſe purpo. 
ſes 2 Or what elſe may wee gather out of all this; but 
that God is angrie, when wee will not permit him to 
diſpoſe of his owne Church , his owne way, but de- 
viſe to prevent him by our owne wiſedomes ? For 
which reſpe, Iproteſtbefore God, that had 1 beene 
the ſoreſt encmiec that the King had had, yer ſhouldI 
thinke that for no other reafon God had ſo many 
wayecs fauoured him, than to puniſh vs, who by vniu- 
ſtifiable praCtiſes out ofan impaticntzeale, would haue 
rooted out the Reformed Religion , though errone- 


ous 


Haply then it may fall out, that if wee alter our 
courſes, God will alſo change his. And as thoſe de- 
ſignes of ours , by which wee verily thought to haue 
advanced our Religion, hauc hindred it: So God alfo 
may turne the ſame meanes which wee feared would 
hinder our Religion, tothe aduancement of it. In the 
meane time let vs know thus much; That God neuer 
bleſſes thoſe mens courſes , which thinke to anticipate 


him through impatience, Let vs then haue patience 


a while ; and when wee ſhall perceive the times of 
peace to bee fitteſt for our purpoſes, let vs (a Gods 
name) offer the ſame conditions vnto the Hwgwenots, 
which they propounded vnto vs before 5 which was, 
to aflemble the beſt learned men in both Religions, 
to diſcuſle friendly the points in centrouerfie ; tothe 
end, that the quiet of the Common-wealth may goc 
along with that of the Church : which if the Hagwe- 
noss thall accept of ,'(as I'make no doubr bur they 
will ) I perfwade my ſcliei, that there may be ſuch a 


courſe 


The Tranſ alty totke Reader, 


courſe taken in the Conference, that diſcouery may 
bee made of many things, which haue beene concea- 
led hitherto, fromboth of vs. Not that imagine any 
aoueltie can bee found out in Religion, ( God forbid 
that Lſhould cuer thinke ſo ) but that the meancr 
queſtions in controuerſie being reconciled, -the im- 
pertinent ones omitted, the greater may be inſiſted 
vpon, tobcecleared by more evident demonſtrati- 
ONS, + | "IV VI JI YT SCU3 1 

Nor can either partie (conſidering the points' bee 
already ſufficiently diſcuſſed) imagine that ſuch a 
conference would bee. ynprofitable; for although 
there can hardly bee found more ſolid Arguments, 
than thoſe wherewith we haue ſerued our ſclues here- 
tofore ; yet is it onething to proueand another thing 
to fatisfic .: now we: muſt.not ſo much! maintaine a 
fide, to vanquiſh, as to, winnothoſe thar:arc in;the 
wrong. Andthns much | dare fay, and I will be able 
to make good againſt any courradiQion; thatneither 
partic haye in; any conference. as: yet raken that 
courſe, which they ought and mighthauc followed, 
forcheſatisfaftion of the aductſepartic,and the clea- 
ring of doubts, | 2s 51 ? 

For minc owne part, though I be the meaneſt of a 
Milliony,who have cmbroyledthemſclues in the dil- 
pute$of che time; yerdare Ivadertake to'reduce the 
points incomronerſie co: fo ſhortan ifluc, and ro ſer 
downeſycha courſe for- the handling; thereof;rhat 
mote of; che tritth ſhallbe diſcoucredinthisone con- 
fertaces than i ellthe other:diſpures, which baile 
becae fince- Warein' Zaaldy! firft: © _—_ himlſclfe 
againk 4be Pope. On ta) ; 


iShall bee'fo 


drawne, 


awe inſificidncy;lucid-fearing aichillbde be! 
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The Anthoy s Epiſtle 1s the Reader. 
draiwne, and the meanes ſo diſpoſed of, that the per: 
fons'of neither Religion (keeping themſclues to their 
owne'proper:Maximes) ſhallbe abJ&to reieft them, 
Iſhonld'be roo impudent to gitit' out, If T were 
not well aſfured of: my abiliey tor the' performance. 
Bart Fam acquainted well enough with the cuaſions 
of either fide, Fknow their fallacies, and I haue alfa. 
the-Art topregentthem,N 1 910 20 T OGT, 
But the time ſe:zmes not to be yet ſo fir, for wee 
multhauc our '$pir45 quiet, as weltas our State; and 
aboue all free from that ſame preiudication. For 
if we:Caholkes come tea Piſpuration; beitig? con- 
fident beforc hand,” that the 7749407015 are already 
condemned to Heretickes :* And they on the other 
fide, that they vnderſtatd the Scriptures better thark 
S. Auſtin, andithatalliscleere onvhtir fide; -tolwhar 
ptirpoſe ſeruerſuch's Conferences > The Priofts ah# 
Miniſtersimayſeerneas<ohfident'asthey'pteaſe; for 
they-arc our Feachers';- butweſhoald-notbeſo reſo. 
lute, forweearebur Learners; The entwhicty tliey 
propoſe, izthoVicuriep butthe rd whichweleeke 
for; the; Erurhc Which fiwec hatle folmd; Why 
looke we further >. But if we belccue without ſearch< 
ing, we-may.verywellbedeceiued:? | 
- .//Ehie chicfclotaſorithen, which indiiced'tmgeto res 
sffumsrbydefighenfigriting bivhie point of Motley 


ration, was; tharomTþivits bemp ſomething pact 
fied, weemiighrbe rhe pur prepure -t04/)Confe« 
rence, and.in chat Conference makddiſtotieripofithe 
Truth, ahd by diftouriy ofthe fcedhil> cftablick 
a Pracd inthoGhurthydi God, BuobhiſpeRit 


SEE, my 


_ 


The Anthors Epiſtle to the Reader," 
my labour in vaine : and on the other fide, being 
wondrouſly defirous to fee an vnion in Religion, I 
choſe rather to hazard that paines which I hadalrea- 
dy taken, in publiſhing that anſwer which I had 
made before, than to looſe a new. 

The reaſon than why I that am a Catholike, doe ra- 
ther blame the rigour of ours againſt the Huguerors, 
than theirs againſt vs(both parties being faulty much 
alike) is ; becauſe hee that would reforme anorher, 
muſt begin at himſelte, 

The importunitie and arrogancie of mine Aduer- 
ſarie, vrges me _ſom-times to write not ſo like a C4- 
tholike, which I doe not purpoſely to confure the 
Caiholike Religzon: butto fhew only, That che errors 
of the Huguensts are not fo groſle; as our fide per- 
ſwadcs themſelues they are. And knowing alſo that 
no-one thing hath more ſuppreſſcd che Truth, than 
the meanc cfteeme that the one partic hathof the 
others Arguments. Which(God knowes) is meerely 
out of ignorance; for ſo muchas the deeper learned 
' any man is,the more difficultie he findes in confuting 
his Aduerſarie. For it is moſt certaine, that /yzoraxce 
engenders Yehemencie, and Yehemencie blinds vs from 
diſcoucring the Trzth, For their ignorance that are 
in the rights,makes thoſe likewiſe the more vehement 
that are in the error, blindes them the more. 


—— — 
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The Authors Epiſtle to the Reader; 

any man; or to turne them from the Faith of their 

forefathers, but only to purge their ſpirits from pre. 
iudicarion vntill further proofe be made. And if ſich 
proofe be made (without which I conceive no hope 
of vnion in the Church} I adiure thee (beloued Rea- 
der, of whether Religion ſocuer thou beeſt )ro come 
with a ſpiritvoid of this preiudication: ſuch a ſpirit 
I wiſh to thee;as I proteſt I my ſelfe haue; and ] pray 
God to confirme inall of vs. Amex. | 


2. ,t 


The Aretmabt of the Booke. 


oP. 1: - g He Cathalike Arie at endewoured 10 ae- 
# the Hugucnoxs: of hereſie by tivo Rex: 
ons. The firſt is, for Oy e Religion pre- 
tended to be Reformed, is nat heretcall of it 
ſelfe,for that the ſubſtance of, fe Catbolike 
Faith is receiued by the Hugucnots, and tþat the Cerema- 
nies which they hawe rerected, were vnknowne 80 the anct- 
ent Church: of which two points, viz. Drine and Gere- 
monk WE Religzon ts compoſed. The ſecond rh Sp i 
Religtian hath not beene as yet condemned by 
DD? : becauſe that before the Councell of Fa Gate i 


was nct condemned in any Generall Conncell, and that the 
Cone of Tre rh ef i fel 29g 44, yet 
erin f? FnFrance, oy {va | "bh 
Huguenots bad red Is the tras faith, 
ought we 1101 10 — ure , 4 againſt Heretthes, 
vntH! they haue receiued anarreſt of condemnation, from 
« General Eoucell ;, no more hanmne can Juſtice þ 
Malef attor to death, wo ough hee ber aetoriowh. ci able 


vmtilh bebecaſt bythe Ins», and hath kad bis triall.. , 


j The ek the Anſirey IS; 

ond part ooke, fro 

teemh, tr auailes hard to bom L Fl ob: 6 

Sib Chper, , be only propounds his Method, inthe Ficth, 
ſhew, that the Religjon of the Huguenots is quite 


anether fromthatof the Catholikes; in the ſenemth, that 
the Ceremonies of the moderneChurch of Rome were ob- 
ſerned inthe Primitine Church ; in the eighth, that the» 
Dottrine pretended to be on ormed, ſtands condemned by 
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The Argument of the Booke. 


ancient Comets : inthe 9.10.11-12.13, 484 14, hee de. 
fends the Councell of Tremt ; whereof the 11. 12.and 1 Jo 
are to proue, that the Councel! is abſolutely lanfull, and th 
9. 10. and 14.thatit is receiued in France : oftch "FH, 
"_ 1 will alſo dtuide my defence ina theſe fixe 
Chapters< nod. a NETS 
t. Inmy firſt, Dill "prons againſt the rea of * bis 
ſixt Pant TW Cal | likes Ne Hagenon thus 
fare apree in Dotiyine, that they art both of one andthe 
ſame Faith and Religion, © © 
2. In my ſecond, againſt the ſeauenth chapier that nei- 
ther th? Catholikes, 3 the Hapiietiors, a7 accorde 
with thd Primihie Church in the marter of Ceremonies: 
aw that forthis reaſon, the Hugucnots are not to bee con- 
wore hv gin his eihub; this before Hor nies of 
2. 1h my third, againſt his etghth, that bef ore the trynes © 
the Cunt? of wh ary 004. ngt publikety and laty- 


fullycondemned. 


4 In my fourth, ayainft bis w1.12. and 1 3:Chaprers, 

nefrs reeds 0 Te, i wot lawful.” * (AW 
s, 1niy" ffth, apainſt bis'9\10; and 1.4; Chaprivs,iti 

nt vecatuedin Lhe. Ie CINEGER, ISAS 
6. 1wmy fixth and laſt, Twill chnclude, that the Hugu- 
be fill reputed for memb of th 
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MESS The Catholike Moderator . 


only is ie": That is ro ſay; what Errors-are to be reputed for 
Herehies, and whether theirs be of that naw 

| (There be! rwo whitch-( according to the opinion © 
hs (athalihgs, Son ung to-praue Hetefies, The one, 
when the Error is of it ſelfe ſo enormous, that hee is at all 
times an Heretike that holds it. So that euen before the N- 
cene Conncell had decided i itz Ebion, Paulus Samoſatenus, and 
eArrins (tood then as Heretikes, for that they denied the c- 
rernall Diuinitic of the Rn of God.. 


The ſecorid thing whi tv our opinion) makes 


an Erroup tqbecome an Herehe,is; v — any man maiataines 
an opinion its point of Do&trine,contrary to the Decrees of a 
Generall Councell. So then, the Hezehie lies nor fomuch in 
the miſchicuouſnefſe of the opinion, asin the reſiſtance made 
againſt the ordinance '6F the- Church; *For-example' » The 
opinionof 5 {prias touching Rebaptization, was not Here- 
fie in hirti;bceauſe there was not asthen any Nis of Coun- 


cell nate 2ghinſtic :\ Bur fincerhad ( apoio 
'legally,!it were fat oo AvEa. 

ſhould holdir. 'Of his ſecond SperieroF H ie, 1 =nFi in- 

treat my rhird Chiprer' Trerhis; only ofthe former; which 

is; Whether the Frrots of the Hugnendtr be intheeaſelyes lo 

jou t np nine lo foie Faith a and 

c | {flo being of the GhieReli 


& odgrdin ik: hrs eAthagon gon besn vpon 
oral ants Arm ah) rb porn 
o= rmx her for 


Ang 6 hn Fs v Cork bilicts, 
Amy ener Pot res brothers wet n ce 
[aurora $ alwaies.Cyril and 

ih wercen Heretickes ;and. = neither of 
wasſo. Sothat this reaſon is only. drawne'from' the 

nof itn, *Hen'teaſorn Wark dbandoned them”! ©) 
'"Barhow derhfie prove, thr the Carbolikes repurethe Fm 
pine fot Heal, 7he (urbelths Church (fa os Amy 


the Conncell of Trent, condemned dwors of the Lutheran oping. 
os, I anſwer ( according to my farlt diftinRion) that it is one 
thing to returne an opinion for an hereſie by condemnation ; 
and another thing to repute. it {o, of its owne nature, Now 
whether orno the Hs be hereticks by condemnation, 
we will argue is hereafter inaur third, fourth, and fifth Chap. 
ters. But here we diſpute only of the nature of their erromr; 
wherein his proofes are nothing tohis purpoſe, But (ſaith 
he) at Rome enery holy y the Pope proneunces thens 
excommunicate, and probibits all Catholrkgs to read: their 
Bookgs. In like manner,the ſawe day allo he excommunicates 
all finners; of whom hee dares not denie but that many 
are of the Church; elſe ſhould he himlelfe be condemned 
for an hereticke by the Councell of Conſtance, which gaue 
ſentence againli /ohn Huz.: That the Church confilts as well 
of the bad, as of the + And whercas the. Haqnenets 
Bookes be prohibited, ſo are.alſo the Bookes of  Afxchmaxrl, 
eAretime, and diuers other Cathelches. 

Let vs next ſee the opinion which the- s haue of 
the Cathohke DoQtrine. Calzire ( faith he) writes that the 


proncipall points of Dottrine in th: Chiarch of Rome are almoſt 


viterly aboliſhed, and the right vſe of the Sacraments in many 
faſhions corrupted. He ns bur lirtle explication; the words. 
themſclues anſwer him. Calwir aics not, that the Sacraments 
are viterly taken away, but the right vic of them,many waies 
corrupted : Northat the principal points- of Religion are 
vtterly deſiroied, but almolt aboliſhed. A man may be almoſt 
kild, and yet hwe. 


Secondly, to prouc how their Religion differs from ours, | 
he produces the controuerhes of Originall finne, Free-will, \—-— 


Iuftification, Merits, and diuers others which he iudges of 
moſt conſequence... Iris the greateſt pittic in the world to 
heare how the moſt of the Preachers in both Religions com- 
monly fight with their owne ſhadowes, not ynderftanding 
what itis thattheie aduerſarie holds ; which comes onely of 
the ſubtleties-of words invented by the deniltto difturbe the 
Peace of the Church. One partic vnderſtandiwg/ the word: 

B. Juſtification 
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4 The Catholike Moderator. 
Tuſtification in one ſenſe,and another in another ; orie Faith, 
one way;/and another in another ; one Grace in one faſhion, 
another aftcr another, and'ſo of the reft: that which we ſay 
being true,in our accepticn of the word, and that which they 
fay being likewiſe true, as they take it, So,tharif the defire 
contention were once taken away, we ſhoald foone finde 
that the moſt of theſe diſputes wherewith peoples cares are 
filled, are onely the ſubtleties of the Schoole, ypon the Ery+ 
mologies and Definitions of words only. Whence it came to 
paſſe, that in the conference at Regenſparg, the Catholikes and 
the Proteftants fell to ſome 2greement inthe queſtion of Ori- 
givall finne, of Predeftination, Free-will, and diucys other 
points, which is alſo confeſſed by Biſhop Lindamwrone of the 
rarteſt enemies that the Hnpzenots cuer had. Neuertheleſſe 


Prfat.in Lib. de the Author of -this anſwer is ſo. ill aduiſed, as to chuſe our 
qucreie pagis, theſe queſtions principally,to ſhew the diftercnces berweene 


þ 


Scr Ipture, 


them and vs. 
For mine owne part, I will not take ypon me to reconcile 


:the ſaid queſtions, neicher know I well ( to confeſſe mine 


owne ignorance freely ) whether it be poſſible to be done or 
no:only thus much I afſure my ſelfe,that the difference is not 


ſo great as it isiudgedto be.Nor will I too exaQly ſearch our 


the point in controuerſic, becauſe 1 well hope ſome other 
man may more happily performe it hercafter: Only I will 
diſcourſe vponthe fd queſtions as they are commonly vn- 
derſtood by the beſt DoQors in each Religion. In which 
ſenſe affirme (for onght as I haue yet ſeene ) that the er 
rors of the Huguenots arc not ſo grofle, as that they impeach 
their being members of the hole Chuach. To cleere 
which point, I will reduce theſe queſtions to theſe foure 
heads. 1. The Scripture. 2+ Tnſtification. 3. Prajer. 4. The 
Sacraments. 

Concerning the Scripture,he chargeth the Ziugwenorts © 
with one crror, which 3 that rm. the Bockes of = 
bit, Iuduh, the Machabees,and the reſt which they call Apo- 
mu they were approucd for Cave- 
nxallby tug Councell of Trow, = s 

_ To 


_ 


Tomwhich I anſwer:Thatthe Hugnenots doe not altogether 
reie& them, buteſteeme of them as of holy writings, and 
full of pieric, of greater authority than any other booke; on- 
ly they doe not {tare them in the tameranke with the other 
bookes, which are found written in the holy tongue. And 
this it ſeemes to me, that Bellarwwne after a ſort accords ynto: 
for that in his diuifion of the Bookes of the Old Teſtament, 
he makos two Claſſes. In the firft he rankes the bookes re- 
ceived by the Ha7zmenots: And thoſe which be called Apocyy. 
phall, iu the ſecond. But what thoughthe opinion of: rhe 
Hwguengtsbeinthis point condemned by the Councell of 
Trent; yet is the Councell of Laodicea clecre on their ſides + 
And ſo are allo Hurome,Origen,& Nicholaus Lyra himſelfe, 
Cardinall {a:erarze, avd many other pillers of the Roman 
Church. So-that I would faine know,it thar this error of the 
Hagnenots be ſo enormous, as that for this cauſe they muſt 
neceſlarily be Heretiques; wherefore then did itnot as well 
hinder Hierome from being a.Saint, and Cardinall (ajetaxe 
frombeing a Catholiks ? 

Now.ynder thetitle of Iaftification,I coprehend all the dif 
ferences mentioned in the anſwer,which were determined in 
the ixth Seſſion of the Councell of Trent, touching r. The 
(anſe : 2.The Matter : 3.The Inſtrument : ——_—_ 
of our Tuſt;ficatian.By the Source or principall.Caxſe.I meane, 
Thar diſpoſitien by. which .our. Nature { as-we Catholikes 
vic to ſay ) being both prevented and accompanied by the 
grace of God, prepares it ſelfe to Inftification; that.is to ſay; 
Tothe operation of. the Free-will, which remained in man 
after his Fall, For the compounding of this difference ; mans 
Free-will muſt bee confidered inthefe three cſtates ; Before 
the Fall of «Adam, after the Fall, and m the time of - his 're= 
generation, afrer he was againe reſtored, Wherein there is 
contained whatſocuer is neceſſary for.a Chriſtianto belceue z 
namely, That man before the Fall of &d4dom: had Free-will 
both to good and cuill; Andthat by his Fall he loſt theliber- 
tic todoe goad : (yp any carer in- his Regeneration he 
againe recouered it. Thus the. Catholikgs and the Hw- 
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l, cap. 4. 
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Iuſtivcation. 


Free-will. 
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uenots ate agreed : T heimaginary controuerſic then ſievone- 
f; in the manner how this will is enfranchiſed er made free, 
The Hwguenots aucrring, That is the Grace of God, which 
ſets it at liberrie by giuivg it new-powers, whereof it was al- 
together deſtitute before. The Catholikes likewiſe auerring, 
that the grace of God hath et it at libertie, by looſing the 
chaines wherewith it was before ocaptiuated, that it could 
not ſet aworke the powersthat it had. See here then the true 
difference betweene them in this point, wherein though the 
Hugwenots ray bedeceiued, yet is their errour nothing ſo 
dangerous, asto ouerthrow the foundation of Faith, In the 
diſcuſſing of which point, we are principally to regard two 
things : The Iuſtice of God in puniſhing eAdams finne by 
this captiuity ; and his Mercy againe in freeing vs. Now if 
the Hugzenots be in the wrong, their error is onely in aug- 
-menting the Iuſtice and Mercy of God, by affirming, That 
the freedome of our wils, is not enely bound, but ſlaine ( as 
it were.) Deathnow is a more grieuous puniſhment, than 
impriſonment, and it is a greater mercy to piue life to the 
will, than libertic. But what need the common people 
breake their braines, about theſe Metaphors of binding” and 
killing, which they can neuer comprehend ? Tis ſufficient for 
them to know, that nothing can be done without Gods good 
Grace, and to ſay all with Saint Auſten, To doe freely, comes 
from the Nature of man; to doe well, from Grace; bt to doe e- 
well, from exr corrupt Nature. Which ſaying, as it containes 
the whole doatrine of Free-will, ſo is it conſented ynto, as 
well by the Catholikes as the Huguenots. 

The ſecond thing which I obſerued in Juſtification, is the 
Matter, that is to ſay, Whether that righteouſnefle, which is 
infuſed into vs by Grace, or thatof irputed ynto ys 
by Faith, beit,by vertue whereof we be iuſtified before God. 
And this queſtion, thoughir be all one with that of Juſtifica- 
tion, yet our aduerſatie, thereby to muttiply the number of 
his ——— I hee is of 
contention. Coticerning which point, the Huguenots are in 
noerror inthe ground and ſubſtance of equaled) ſothar 


The Catholike Moderator . 
though they may be thought to differneuer ſo much from vs 
ia the circumſtances, yet may they for all that be yery good 
Catholihes,For example; A tree which hath the Root, Stocke 
and many Armes of it ſound, may be a good tree though ſome 
one bough be crazed: Butthe (' atholie, and the Huguenot 
are agreed yponthe Root of the queſtion, that is to ſay, That 
there are two things neceſſary: That we be firft quit of our 
Sinnes, and that we be next indued with righteonſneſſe; to 
put off our old garments, and re-inueft out {elues with new. 

I. Vponthefirtt, the Catholakes and the- FHuguenets are 
agreed; namely, That we are pardoned of our fines, and 
redeemed fromhell,mcerely by the blood of Telus Chriſt, 

2. Touching the ſecond, both fides hold alike; That to 
be admitted entrance into heauen, we hauenecd of Righte- 
ouſneſle, and that this Righteouſneſſe comes from Chriſt. 

Now the Righteouſnefle which'is of Chrift, is either Inhe- 
rent in him,8& reputed ours,or Inherent in vs, & proceedi 
from him; being by his grace infaſed into our hearts ; which 
AQ the Hagvenors call San&tification : Finally, the Hwugee- 
»ots colifeſſe as well as th: (arholikes, that thete bee indzed 
both'theſe kindes of Righteouſneſſes, onely they differ ypon 
- 'this, whether the Rightcouſacfſe Inherent in Chrift and 
imputed to vs, or that Inherentin ys, and proce:ding from 
him, beir, by vertue whereof wee become iuſtified in the 
fight of God. And what is it to ys, whether another man 
paiesour debts for ys, or giues vs money to pay it ourſelues ? 
So that (in a manner) they both men the ſelfe-ſame 
Root, the ſarne Stocke, and the ſame armes of this: queſtlon, 
onely they cannot agree ypon the ſmaller Branches which 
grow our of theſe Armes. Nay more; they both acknow- 
ledge the ſame Branches too, but they cannot agree, ypon 
which of chem they ſhoald rooft.For the Fugnemors confeſle, 


that whoſocuer are ſaned, are alſo firlt ſantified ; that is'to 


ſay, That they hauethat kindeof Rightcouſncſe, which the 

«tholikes call Inherent or Secondarie Righteouſneſſe,” But 
they ay}, that 'they dare not build ypon it, but 6ne- 
ly ypon that Ri e, Which being inherenc in 
Jt; B 3 Chriſt, 


The Coniun- 
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Chriſt,isby Farth.impurcd to thetn. - Seeing then, that this 
Righteonſneffe of Chriſt is by generall conſent acknow. 
ledgedto be moſt perfe&t; though there may perhaps bee 
thought to, be ſorne errour inthe FHuguerats. doctrine, yet no 
er tan come of it, Like as when a coin hold on a 
ſtrong bough, he-may very wellbe:deceived. in tearing ano- 
2p Kid tO —_ ; yet without doubt he.canpor fall,ſo 
long as he embraccs that which, cannotbreakee. 
Next followes the inſtrument by which we imbrace this 


&ion of Faich Righteouſuelle, andthatis Faith ;; abqutthe nature whereof 
and Grace. the Flygnenots {ceme to him, to hold another error ;;; For that 


Merit of 
Workes. 


They deny ( aies he ) that Grace may be loſt, without the loſſa 
of Faith. Which is but a meere cauilbof his, ypon the double 
Ggnificatian of the word Faith. Forif we afficmc, That Faith 
is nothing.el{e, þut to belecuc thar God is ſo.and {o, and that, 
he hath dane ſuch and ſych things, | and..to be briefe, that all 
the Chriſtian doQrive is molt true ; the Hugnenors will ſay; 
(with Saint. /ames ) That the deuills alfo- belecue 3s. much, 
and that the deuills haue Faith, rhough without Grace, So 
thatthe H:gerets miltake,. is nothing but inthe word, for, 
that they teach, Thatche Faithof that man, which is deuoid, 
of Grace and Charitic, meritsnot the honourable tizle of a. 
Tuſtifying Faith ;. and that ſuch a Faith as this, is but the In« 
trument onely by which we are iuſtified, which is cuer ac=. 
companied wih Grace, and followed by good Workes. We . 
affirmelikewiſc;. That a Faith without -Charitie, is- a Faith-. 
without Forme; whercfore,fince the Forme is it, which giues 
the Being to the thing, it.muſt needs. follow ; that a perfe&&: 
Faith can haye no. being, without, Charitie, which Tener, 
is conſented;ynzo, both.by the FHug#enots and the (atholihgs. 
themſclues : only we differ in.termes.-: the Hwgnenots calling: 
Faith without Charitie,an Hiſtoricallor dead Faich;; and we, 
a Faith withqut forme. O my God, what a pitiie it is, to be= 
hold the {implicitic of our Chriſtian Faith,thus puzled about 
thele quidditics.... 0996 2rd wed 
There remaiges. now the Effes.of our Tuftification,Goog 
Workes: By which curn we Catholikerfay; That a. ig 
; Ws , Not. 
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—_—— —— —— Ee he ind | 
Righceouſneſſe : thatis * of i Aut man,” he Gree fo 
Tult;and being regenetate & inthe fare of Grace; 'He may (ag 
our Aduerſarie ſaics) fulfill the Law ## ſwcb a ſort,that he way 
by it truly and- properly merit eternall hfe. Bur as for the” ful- 

ing of the Law,ſeeing the Hwguenors doetheir beſtty per- 
forme it,alrhough they may be thought to erre, in confeſſi1 
they cannot doe ir, yet hath our Sauiour himſelfe Sromiſel 
free pardon for it,in the Parable of the Sonne,who refuſed to 
doc hisfathers will and yer did it. 

To returne thento Merits by Workes, the more atcurate 
ſort of Catholikes peremptotily deny, that they are all me« 
ritorious, vnlefſe they be died in the bloud of Chriſt. And I 
afſure my ſelfe;that not one amongſt ten thouſand Carholikes, 
ynderſtands ſufficiently the meaning of this phraſe; mer 
dyed #n the bloud of Chriſt bur fimply and without other ad- 
dition they will ſay, That they arc'in good hope to metir 
heauen by their Workes. So that (we ſce) there be three ſe. 
uerall opinions _— this queftion. 

The firlt is of the yulgar Carho/ther,who are more in nurt< 
ber a thouſand times, and who ſimply affirme ; That they are 
indecd ableto merit eternall life by their good Workes. 

The ſecond'ts of the Hwgwenots; who abſolutely deny, 
That good Workes doe merit at all : — they ly )God 
out- of his pure Grace, for the Loue of his Sonne, grants 
them arecompence, | , 

Thethird is the opinion of the Teſuites and the learned 


Catholtkes, who deny, 'that any kinde of Workes doe of 


themſclues merit, but ſuch only ( as I faid ) — 
the bloud of Chriſt, Which opinion accords much better. 
with the Hugnenots doftine, thenthat of the yulgar Catho- 
likes : fot a thing died isnot alreredin ſubſtance, as Copper 
though gilded, yet continues C fill : the tinfture and 
Y—_ the thing 'onely fairer to 'the-eye. And 
fois it wi our Workes, ch being by nature ,re- 
maine corrupt fill; though died in the bloud" of Chriſt; 
honbex te th tacure ad pling, makes them moe 

img 


—_— 
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leafing ynto. God, and for the: loaye which hee beares to. 
nevi, co bes revarded; And. prraduemure they 
make conſcience of rimgtheword Merit, kt ys hearken to 
S, Bernard; A Maycannot (laith he) merit eernallife, by any 
at ſoewer. And yet I trow, that $. Berward was 
ia.this.no. Hagaevet-For I wellknowgthat a Jeſuite with ſome 
neat diltinftion, canmake him ſpeake like a-Carholike,, whar- 
ſpcuer his meaningavas. Let vs then hut doethe Hwgnenots 
the like counche, and make the ſame diftinion ia the. inter. 
pretation of their Texert, as we would doe inthe explication 
of S.Bernezd;, and ig this pointthey. willproue as good. Ca- 
tholthes as. $. Bernard; or our ſelues, 

The fourth point.is Prayer : to wit; whether we ought to 
invoke the-Saints or not. . The difference berwixt vs lies in- 
two points: Firſt, whether we ought rodirect our prayers yn- 
rothem;;.the ſecond, wherher they prayfor vs. 

For.the firft this I lay; That the Cathelikes themiclues make - 
two extremities : to wit, in the not invoking them,as the Hm, 

wewots doe; andin the honauring them to? much; which is to 

; = in attributing to FW which is due only 
ynto God;which the Schoolemen call Latria; which whoſo- 
euer does,they themſelues hold him for an Idolater,Now the 
poore people which yaderſtand not. the Greeke, nor what- 
Latria meanes,nor comprehends any-other mediocrity, than. 
to adoxe right downe, or not toadore at all;poes to it bona 

de, and with as much deuotion,adore our Lady and the other 
Saints, as they doe.God himſclfc;ia ſuch faſhion, as that very 
hardly ( eucn inthe iudgemeant of Catholikgs ) can the Carho- 
likgs theraſelaes herein auaid Idolatry, 

As for the other extremity,thoſeCatholrkgs that maintaine 
Inuecation of. Saints,zeach only thus mych:That it is lawfull 
to inuoke them, and not vnlawtull, not te inuoke them. _ So 
thatthere can come nogreat danger of it,jnfollowing the Ca-- 
thelikes dotrine if true, nor in. following the- FH» p 
though crroncous. The Hugwenots lay [=D . 
ought to honour them; which we myo well doc with-. 


| ucraigne . 


T he Catholike Moderator, II 


ucraigne being abſcrtzchough he never preſented any petition 
to him in all his life, '* oy 
As for the ſecond payne y/ to wit, whether they pray for vs 
or not {1 afhrme thar there be Hugueners, that will contelle 
that they doe; neither doth Ca/uin himſelfe deny it : only he 
faith, that he croubles not himſelfe greatly, eo know whether 
chey doc of no. But ſhould anyof them deny it; where is the 


Cahger?Beſſarmmethat great Maſterof Controverlies attirmes, Tom.i. Contr,s. 
That che ſoules in Heauen, doe pray for the {oules in Purga- (ib-3-cap.1 5. 


tory, and theyin Purgatory for thole on carth, And yet not- 
with ltanding confefleth , that Dominicus 4 Soto dFnnicth the 
firſt, and $7 homas Aquinarthe ſecond. Wherefore (eeing that 
Purgatoryis more'beneficiall tothe Pope than Paradiſe, I 
can percciue no reaſoty Wherefore the Hzgueners (hould rather 
be Heretiques for dilagreeing with the Cathohkes about the 
Interceſſion of the Saints in Heauen, than the { atho/ihes aro 
for differing among themſelues about the Interceflion both 
of the ſoules, and forthe ſouls 'in Purgatory. 

T he laſt poyne wherein the” 7 are departed from 


red of. And they firſt miſcount themſclues in the number, 
reckoning bat two, whereas the Councell of Trent hath con- 
cluded it, that there are ſeauen, Which obieRion of his is but 
friuclous; infomuch as the difference lies more in the words, 
than in the thing, For taking the word Sacrament properly, 
S. Auſtm (aith, that there be but two, that is ro ſay, Bapriſme, 
& the Euchariſt. Further, it is an-ordioary phraſe among vs 
Catholtkes to (ay,That all the Sacraments itſucd out of our Sa- 
viours ſide ; whereas thereitſued nothing fro thence laue water 
and bloud, which according as Chry/oftome,' Cyril, and other 
Ancients interpretit, — the wo Sacraments : that is, 
Baptiſme by the water,and the Cup of the Lords Supper, by 
the bloud, To which our Catho/ike DoRtors giue no other an- 
{wer than this : That the two Sacraments haue ſome kinde of 
dignity aboue the reſt 5 which comes to no more than to ſay, 
that there beewo principall Sacraments, and fiue more, infe- 
riour to thoſo two, Which is all —_——— 

G ong 


5 
the Roman faith is, teuching'the Sacraments, wherein the The Sacra- 


| Fre . ments and 
number, nature, and particular Sacraments are to be conlide - chr Nl 
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nion., though in divers termes. They (ay that there be but 
ewo properly ; we ſay that there be but two principally : Wee 
apaine, that thcrebe fue more of an inferiour order z they 
cunfeiſe that there may be more, if wee meane of Sacraments 
inthe generall 6gnification, 
For Caluin yeclds, that Order is a Sacrament, but not com- 
mon to all men , ner will our Catholike :Doftory lay other- 
' wiſe, Againe, they will confelJe with $, Pauly that Mariage 
is alſoa Sacrament, raking it in that generall (ignification 
wherein the Ancients haue tranflated the Greeke word, 
Briefely, they will yeeld that there bee ſeuen , but not barely 
feuen. And in truth there was none of the Ancient Fathers, 
that euer lighe vpon this number of ſeuen,. So that though 
the Huguenots cannot” fo cuenly iumpe vpon the number, 
ſeeing the Primitiue Church ceuldnot doe itz wee may per- 
chance condemne them of ignorance in Ariehmeticke , but 
their crrour irs Theology cannat be ſo great. - | 
The difference But he may argue,thae they are miſtaken in the very nature 
berwixtour _ of- the Sacraments z becauſe they deny them to be diltingui- 
thoſe foe Ihedin force and vertuefrom-theSacraments of the old Law, 
old Law. or that they confer grace. [ anſwer; That this is a meere (lan- 
der , for the Hwgwenots doe diſtinguiſh them from the Sacra, 
mens of the Old Tetament; and doe affirmc, that they doe 
alſo confer grace. What would you delire more of them ? Bue 
not ( ſaith he) ex opere operato. The difference then is notin 
the matter, whether our Sacraments confer more grace,or are 
of morecthcacy,then thoſe of the old Law;but in themanner 
onely,by what meanes thisgrace is conferred, As forthe man- 
ner, we ſhould not me thinkes too narrowly pry into it;as Bel 
o—_— larmine very (agely aduiſeth vs, Like as in Chrifts muracles 
*.64P-t* (faith he) the parties that werebealed, needed not joinguire in 
what manner —— care them , it being (uffi- 
cient to thems to belreue onely , that the touch of it wrought the 
" O19r'# : uſt [# 44 it not neteſſary ((aith he) that the Miniſters or the 
Receinors of the Sacraments ſwnld be :cnrious to know , in what 
+ wanuer they-become tbe canſe: of our Iuſftification. 
—_— o* . We comencxtto the particular! Sacraments, whereof hec 
"pot" "makes mentiogburof three onely 3 Thatis to (ay, Pepin, 
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che Sacramentof the Altar, and Penance. Touching Baptiſme, 
they affirme, ſaith he , 7 bat Orszinell ſinne ſtickes ſo cloſe to man, 
that neither by B aptiſeve, nor. any other rerpedy , can # be gotten off. 
I anſwer: Thateuen the Heguencts confelle as Freely as the Ca-+ 
tholiker, thara manis waſhed from Ociginall Gnneby Baptiſme, 
which is enough for a Chriſtian to belecue in this point : ſothat 
the difference lies meerely in the nicity of che word , whether it 
ſhould righteſt be called Sinne, or no Sinne : The Catholikes 
holding, that the Sinne is ſo farreremicted, that the concupiſ- 
cence which remaines, ought not to bee called Sinne: The He- 
guenors affirming , thatthe remaining Concupiſcence may very 
well be called Sinne, although they herein conſent to the {arbo« 
hiker, That a man is ſoclearely abſoluedand diſcharged of it,that 
it is not reputed as a Sinne. For which cauſe in no other ſenſe 
doe they deny the grace teceiued in Baptiſme, thoughthey ill 
elteeme them(elues ſinners altogether,thanthe Debtor doth his 
Creditours mercy z who eonfeſling that he hath receiued the fa- 
vour of him, to have bis debts forgiven, doth neuertheleſſe ac- 
knowledge himſelfe his debtor. Which way ſoeuer it be takengthe 
finneris pardoned, andthe debtordiſcharged,and what need haue 
we to defire more ? | 


He may ſay perchance againe: That the Hugwenors erre not (o Of Tnfancs dy: 
muchin acknowledging the benefits received in Baptiſme,becaulſe ing ——_—_ : 
they are not fo well aware of the danget thatfollowes the want ÞSapriſme, 


of it : For they affirme((aith he)tbat the Children of (hriftians may 
be efteemed righteous, and baxe admittance into the Kingdome of Hea- 
wen without Baptiſme , notwithſlanding that Ieſms Chriſt bath ſaid ; 
That whoſoener is net berne againe of water and of the Holy Ghoſh, he 
cannot enter into the Ki of \ Heawen, 1 anſwer : Thar the 
Hoguenots affirme not, thatevery Childe bortie of Chriſtian Pa- 
rents dying without Baptiſme is ſaved; but thaſe onely whom 
God in his cternall counſell hath eleQed. So that the queſtivn. is 
not ſo much about Bapriſine , az 4bout Gods eleion : wherein 
there can be no danger, to confeſſe our ignorance, referring ſtill 
Gods owne decrees to his owne good pleaſure, as the Huguenot: 
doe, Fort they inſtance not in whet Children are elected, but for- 
beare to prelle into Gods Cabinet, and out of that to pronounce, 
chat ſuch and ſuck Children ſhall be ſaued, 24.0 


= o 
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of Iohn. 
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Andif he replics againe, That the Eletion of God is never de- 
flicute of theſe (econdary meanes, and that Baptilme is the means, 
by Which he ſaues thoſe that are eleRedz and that it is a moſt wa- 
niteſt ſigne;thac thoſe who are depriued of this Baptiſmezare alſo 
deprived of that EleQion : I anſwere, That there be Catholikes, 
who teach, that a man may be ſaued without theſe ſecondary 
meanes. $. Damaſcene, $. Brigid, and ſome other Cathohikes doe 
hold,that the Emperour 7rasanes loule: was deliuered out of Hell 
by the-prayers of $. Gregory, notwithfianding that he died a Pai- 
»wm , and without Baptilme. If they then be not Heretiques,that 
reach the mercy of God to be (o great,that heſaued one who had 
linned aRvally, notwith{landing that be died without Faith , and 
without Baptiſme z why ſhould-it be accounred Herelie, to lay, 
that he ſometimes ſaues little: Innocents, who never had more 
than Originall Sn ? For it is a More extraordinary ching,to draw 
one out of Hell;than to keepe one from going thirher. And what 
fauour God had fhewen to one, he may likewiſe ſhcw to many, 

- As forthattext of S.lobn, Regenerate of water, and of the Hely 
Gboſt, itis to ſhew,tbat che ardinary mcanes vnto ſaluation,is to 
conioynethe outward ligne to the inward grace, according to S. 
Pauls (aying, That with the heart man belceues unto righteouſneſſe, 5 
with the tongue be confeſſes to ſaluation : which ſhewes thus much , 
that ordinarily theoutward cofelſio goes with the inward affei. 
on:nor canit beinferred out of the former text, T hat faith can ne- 
uerbe without the c6feflion of the mouth,no wore than it can by 
the other,that Grace cannot be without the waſhing of the body, 


The Baptiſme Finding now no great matterin the Hugyenots Doftrineblame- 


warthy above the Baptiſme of Chrilt,; hee. deſcends to the Bap- 
ziſme.of Jeb : which iq. the. Hugueyots opinion differs not at all 
from that of Chriſt, To which I anſwer , That all the Huguenors 
holdnot ehis opinion;Secondly,that this difference is of av ſuch 
great importance, becauſe that they that hold ie,doc it not to de- 
rogate. from the Baptiſme of Chrill : for that they eſteem i not 
JTobns Baptifanc, bur Chrills, adminiſtred by /ehn, before Chriſts 
declaring of humfelfe,asit was by the Apoliles afterwards. Finally, 
all ebis diſpute is. not about Cheilts Baptiſmewhich the people 
receiue,butsbout /ebn;,which they receive porzand conſequently 
it matters not muchyte vnderfiang the force and- efficacy of ie. 


Ut ' 
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In the next place followes the Sacrament of the Altar, which Tranſubtanci- 
comprehends two differences propounded in the anſwere. Which **%* 
be, Chriſts preſence in it ; and the Sacrifice of the Maſſe. Vpon 
the firſt the Fugnenors are accorded with the Catholiker in the 
thing itſelfez chatis, That our Sauiour is truly preſent inthe holy 
Sacrargent, and that we doe cat his body, and drinke hisbloud. 

T he difference only lies in the manner, how he is preſent, & how 

we cat and drinke him, Which errour cannot touch the founda- 

tion of Faith, for as much as, according to our Catho{ke De ors 

opinion , it was lcft free for every man , by the ſpace of 1000. 

yeares after Chriſts death, co beleeue this preſence of his, ig what 

manner they thought beſt, provided that they belecuc it at all. 

Whence it is manifeſt, that it is but the Hgzenors ill tucke to live 

in ſuch arigorovs age of the Church, otherwiſe they ſhould nor 

for this haue beene herctikes, For divers of the ancient Fathers 

were infeted wirh.this errour. Theodoyer, yea and Gelafins too, Theod. Dialog, 
who was alſo Pope,hauewritten in exprelle words, That even af- G46 {:b.de 
ter theConlecration of theſe holy Myſteries, the very nature and © 24s. 
fob(tance of the bread remained flil}. True it is thattthe Hugne- 

wots may well be ſhent for reuiving of this errour, when they (ce 

that the Church of Rome, and which is more, the Pope himſelfe 

hath condemned it; neuertheleſle ſecing that Gelaſius, who was 

likewiſe a Pope, held the very ſameerrour ; we Catholikes ſhould 

doe welll to qualifie it all we can, for the reputation of the See 
Apoſtolsque. 

Now for the Sacrifice of the Matſe,they both confeſle with St, The Sacribce 
Paw, that there is but one ſacrifice for finne, namely, that one of of he diodle. 
Ieſus Chriſt vpon the Crolle z in ſuch fore, that the Catholrker af- 
firme not,that they make any new Oblation, but onely repreſene 
that former one, (o oftentimes ouer, as they celebrate the Eucha- 
rift, in which Chriſt is continually offered vp. But for as much as 
$*, Pawlteaches , That there is not onely but one Sacrifice, but alfo Heb.7.10. 
that leſus Chriſt is but once'offered 3 this Dotrine of ours had 
neede be very fubtilly interpreted, which no man in my iudge- 
ment could finelier doe than St. Thomas Aquinas, who ſaith, That Thomas pert. 
this Sacrament is named an Immolation of Chriſt , in two regards, | hh 
the firft , for that (as S. Auſtin (aith) Signer are called by the names © 
of the things: whereof they be Signes tho ſecond , for that by verine 
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of thi> Sacrament, we are made partakers of the death of Teſus Chriſt. 

Well,let vs ſee then how farre the Hwguewnors accord with St. Tho- 

| mas in theſe two miners of the offering vp of Chriſt Telug.Forthe 

| Aug. ad Bonifa. firſt, ſeeing that it is. colle&ted out of S*, Auſbew, et vs heare him 
aum;Eift-23- in his owne words. Hefalſifier net ( (aith he) who: [ayes that Teſts 
Chriſt ts offered vp enery day, for if the Sacraments bad not a kinde of 
reſemblance of the things whereof they be Sacraments, they could not 
be Sacraments at all ; and by reaſon of this reſemblance, they ordina- 
rily tate the names of the things themſelues. According to which 
Interpretation the Hugaewotrwill alſolay,that Chriſt is offered vp 
in the Sacrament,for as much as the Sacraments haue the name of 
the things which they ſignifie. And ſeeing that the Eucbarilt lig- 
nifies the death of Chriſt, a man may well givethe ſameterme to 
the Eucharift,which he does to his death. And for as much as he 
was offered vp by his death, the Huguenots will confeſle likewiſe, 
that he is alſo offered vpinthe Euchariſt, by reaſon (a3 S. Auſten 

ſaith) of this reſemblance betweene them. 

Concerning the ſecond reſpec, for which S.7hewa (ayes, that 
the Euchariſtis called the /wwolation of leſus Chrilt , that is, for 
that in the Sacrament we aremade partakers of the death of leſus 
Chriſt ; the Huguenors will alſo agree thereunto, For it is their 
£comon phraſe of ſpeech to ſay, that in this Supper they are made 
partakers of the death and paſſion ef Teſus Chriſt, Now if there 
be any third way of offering, queſtionleſle it is 6 mateer of any 
great importance;for that S,7Thomas was ſo good a Catholike,and 
{o ſubtil] a Logician,and aboue all,ſo experienced in the diſtinRi- 
ons and other {tratagems of the Schoole,would never haye made 
mention barely of two manners of offerings, had there beene any 
third of any conſequence. 

Penance. Thelaft Sacrament which he inſtances in, is Pewavce, wherein 
the Author of the Anſwer obſerues no difference, but only names 
it in that faſhion, that I cannot ſee what fault he finds in the Zu- 
exenots DoAtrine, But to picke out his meaning z 1 traw , that 
the difference lies principally in two points : That is to ſay, Whe- 
ther this Penance be well called a Sacrament,or not z and ſecond- 
ly,What be the parts of ir. For the firſt peint,of thetitle of Sacra- 
ment ; It is but a wrangling about the word,as I have ſhewed be. 
fore , whea I diſc the number of the Sacraments. As for 
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the parts; Namely, Contrution, Confeſſion, and Satifattion, if that 
he blames the Fuguencts for not holding them properly parts 
thereof, I anſwere him, That neither doe all Catholickes hold 
them ſo : For Darandus makes but two parts,Confeſſion and Abſo- 
Intion, and Scotw (aies, that there is but one, which is Abſolation. 

But if ehe queſtion be whether theſe three things be requiſite 
or not, the Hwgwenots will alſo ſay that they are z to wit, that itis 
neceſſary for a Penitent to haue Conrrition and ſorrow of heart, 
to confeſſe and acknowledge our (ins vnto God,nay,and thatit is 
profitable alſots confeffe them tothe Paſtors of the Churchzbut 
not fo abſojutely necetſary : becauſe(according tothe iudgment 


ofthEleartied Cacholikes )this Auricular Confeflion was never in- In Anaot2t.1d 
ſtiredie#by God, nor yet of a lorg time praGifed in the Church ; {i-7%. de 
ay Beats Rhenanu, who was himlelfe a Cathelite, hath very well 1709s 


obſerued, 

Finally, as for SatisfaRtion, it isto be conſidered either in this 
life, of m thelife to come in Purgatory, Thevin this life, the Hu- 

wtrapprove of , and teach it to be moſt neceſſary to Salua- 
tion,to gileſatisfationto men whom we baue any way offended, 
and inregard of our fins againſt God,to walke in newnefle of life, 
Moreover , they confeſle that God punifherh men in this ite by 
temporall affliions, yea even thoſe whoſe fins are pardoned. 


Tistrue indeed,that they deny any fatisfaRion or purnſhment Purgator'e. 


to be in Purgatory after death for finne : but herein their crrour 


cannot be great firft, becauſe S. Aufew purs it down no otherwiſe 45.21.de Ou 


than as a thing probableand'notnecetlary, laying no more, but, 
It may bethat it 4 true, And ſecondly, becauſe that neither can the 
Cathobkes agreevnto it among(t them(elaes z fome of them pla- 
cing Purgatory here vpon carth, others vnder it ; {ome neicher 
aboue nor below, but in the Aire. Some affirme, that all the cIc& 
fhall goethither,yeathe Apoſtles and Martyrs themſelues:others 
thruſtin thoſe only who have not inthis life giver ful ſatisfaction 
for their fins. And for the fire, ſome would haue a Materiall fire 
ſome, fire and waterzothers,neither of both. Laſtly,ſome there be 
that teach,thatthe ſoules are there tormented by deuils;others,by 

els, others by neither of both, How then I pray is this que- 
ſlion likely to beſo neceſſary, about which there is ſo much vn- 
certainty, 


Det caps Ib. 
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certainty, that we neither know (as I have ſhewed) who they be 
rhat goe thither, nor where it is, gor by whom they are to be 
rormented, nor what they are to ſuffer, The difference then bes 
twixtthe Catbelikes and the Hugwenors , is but this, T bat the Hu- 
guenots beleeue it not at all, and the (atholikes know not what 
they belecue. 

Sec here in briefethe Huguenot; opinions vpon the points be- 
fore mentioned, by. which wee may perceiue their errours uot to 
be in the ſubſtance of Faith , and doc not therefore hinder them 
from being of the Church and Catholike Religion. For euery er- 
rour ip Theologie doth not ſcparatc a man from the Chugch. 
S. Cyprian was an Anabaptilt in the point of Rebapyization,Gc yer 
was hea Martyr, S.Hierome (as I (aid before) held thoſe bookes, 
of Scripture for Apocryphall,which.the Councell of Trext hath. 
lince concluded tobe Canonicall,and yet remaines he till Cano- 
nized for a Saint, Tertasan, one of the ancient Fathers, fcll to 
be a Montaniſt: And Origen alone held as many errours, as all 
the Hugwenots together ; yet was he one of the molt famous Do- 
Rors of the whole Church, And to come neerer to our times ; In 
how many queltions of Divinity did Scotus and Thomas eAqui- 
» differ, the two-prime pillars of Schoole-Diuinitic 2 Aelcbior 
Canus and Bellarmine accule Catetane of diucrs errours, who for 
all that remaines one of the vcacrable Colledge of Cardinals. 
The Dominicansand Franciſcans could never yet agree about our 
Ladies conception, yet be both of them held for very good Ca- 
cholikes, So that, as | ſaid, the Zuguencts may very lafely be ace 
counted good Cathelikes, ſo long as they hold the foundation of 
Duuinity, although they put ſome few tyles out of order on the 
roofe of the houle,and build with hay and ftraw: vpon condition 
Qill;that (as $.Pawl(aith) it be vpon theſame foundation. Others- 
wiſe we mult conclude, the Martyrs, the Saints, the ancient Fa- 
thers, the DoRors of the Church, the prime Schoolemen, the 
_ yea and the Catholikes themſelues, to be no Catho- 
likes. 


CHAP. 
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'. CHA P, 2. 
That the Catholthes as well as the Huouenots doe mot agree with 
the ancient Church in matter of Ceremonies : and that there« 
fore tbe Hugnenots are not to be condemned. 


"= x; 9 in men we conſider their hodies, and 
c&223z: their apparell ; ſo in the Church like- 
z” £ wile wee conlider the Dctrine, and 
LY; the Ceremonies. As for the DoArine 
or bodic of Religion, I have (ſhowne 
« & in the former Chapter, that the Hu- 
=” =. <= guenots hauc the braine, the heart, 
BEE ALEX and the liver, and all other the vitall 
parts,wholeand ſound : that is,that they yet hold all the prin- 
cipall points of faith,and that the maine thing that can ſeeme 
to be blamed in them, is, that they haue ſome certaine warts 
or ſpots in their skinne z certaine errours I meane, in the cir- 
cumltances and application of that faith. Now for the appa- 
rell and ceremonie of Religion, I contelle that the Church of 
the Hoguenots is not {o gorgeoully or richly (et our , as the 
Church of Rome, and is for the ſame caulc not {o well enter- 
tained, and more deſpiſed in the Courts of great Princes and 
Monarchs of the world: which I wdge to be the reaſon why 
the Catholike Apologie endeuoured to excule the ſimple and 
naked Ceremonies of the Retormed Church, without any in- 
terit thereby to dilparage the gorgeous and gay attyre of the 
Catholike Church z but to ſhew onely, That we ſhould not 
ſo meanly elt:eme this outward fimplicity, as to condemne it 
without hearing. Even as that Officer would be held too ris 
gid and ſcuere, that would hinder a poore man from preſen- 
ting his Petition to the Prince, becaule he is not clad like a 
Courticr. 
The reaſon for which the Apology doth excuſe them , is, 
' for thatthe ancient Church did ſometimes heretofore content 
her ſelfe with the like Gmplicity. Now vpon this occaſion the 


Author of the anſwer —_— himſelte that kee hath got- 
cea 


Thar rhe 
Churck of 


Rome agcecs 


* not with the 


Primitiue 
Church in 
marter of Ce- 
ICMONIC$» 


I 
Signe of the 
Crollc, 


20 The Catholike Moderator. : 


ten agreat aduantage vpon the Catholike Apologie : Becauſe 
(Gaith he) he can proue, that divers of theſe ceremonies which 
the Huguenots doe reicA,are very ancient :To which I anſwer, 
That | willingly accept as much as he grants, that is, that he 
cannot proue that «//the ceremenies of the Church of Rome 
be molt ancient, but only (as he faith) dwer:s of them, As for 
thoſe diuers which he in(tanceth in; that you may (ce how im- 
pertinent they are, I will make it appeare in theſe two things : 
Fic{t, that he doth not proue again(t the Huguenots, that the 
Church of Rome doth agree with the ancient Church in the 
ſelfe-ſeme ceremonies. Secondly, that admitting that the an- 
cient Church had them in vſe,yet are not the Huguenots to be 
condemned for hauing dil-vied them. 

For the firſt point : my purpole is not to condemne the ce- 
remonies of our Mother the holy Churchzbut fince that our 
{ide are fo ſtrait laced, as to hinder our recenciliation for a 
thing ſo indifferent as theſe ceremonies arc ; I have taken the 


| boldnefſeto oppoſe them, and to ſhew, That the Huguenots 


may eaſily anſwer the argument which he alledges : which 1 
write not to iuſtifie them, but with a purpoſe that wee ſheuld 
not ſo confidently aſſure our ſelues, that all is ſo cleare on our 
lides, Letvs heare then how the Huguenots may anlwer the 
fifreene Exawples which he bringeth. 

The firſt example is the ſigne of the Croſſe: concerning which, 
the Huguenots will confelle thatit hath beene ancicntly vled; 
but that the vſe of this was brought into the Church , vpon & 
particular occalion,and proper only tothat age. For the Pa- 
gans,among(t whom the Chriſtians in thoſe daics conuerſed, 
were wont, when they met with a Chriſtian, co make the ſigne 
of the crofſeinderiſion of their Criftianitie, for that the God 
whom they worſhipped was hanged vpen a croſle; (o that the 
Chriſtians,to ſhew that they were not aſhamed of ſucha death, 
in all their aRions would hill makethe (igneof the crofle. Bur 
now this occaſion being taken away,the Huguenors may like. 
wiſe ſay , that it is not neceſſary to continue the praRticezno 
more than itis to apply a plailterto a wouad already healed, 

As for praying to the Eaft : I never yet knew any Huguenot 
that 
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that held it volawfullto prayſtowards che Eafl,nor any Catho- 2 
like that thought it vnlawfull co pray alſo toward other quar- Praying to. 9 
tzrs of the world, What more then is there to be (aid between wards the Eaſt, | B 
them, but onely that it is an indifferent cuſtame, which hath Wi: 
not beene alwaies ſo ſtrifly obſerued in all Churches? For So- 

crates faith, that in the Church of Antioch, the high Altar was Lib.5.cap.2 5. 
placed cleane contrary, and towards the Weſt, 

As for the inwocation of the Enchariſt,our aduerſary affirmes,. 3 | 

that it appeareth by Saint Baſil, That this inuocation was thew Inuocation of + pp 
and from the eApoſiles time pratti/ed, when they ſhewed the Eu. the Euchariſt, ' 
charit. 1 anſwer; that theſe words make nothing againſt the 
Huguenots , for a man may very well vſe inuocation in the 
time of the celebration of the Sacrament, and all the while di- 
re his inuocation to God, and not to the Sacrament, True 
it is, that there was a ſpeciall Prayer appoynted for thae pur- 
poſe , which Saint Bei! thought to have beene a tragition of 
the Apoſtles: But now the Catholikes themſelues doe not any 
longer oblerue that forme of prayer : and it cannor be found 
in any antiquity, what forme of prayer that was, which Saint 
Baſil ſpeakes of. So that if this prayer were an Apoſtolicall 
Tradition, our Church hath had (mall care in preſerving it z 
which made me belecue that we haue ſome things put vpen 
vs vnder the title of Apoſtolicall Tradition, which are not ſo. 
For it is (till as cafie to invent ſome new Tradition, which we 
hauc not yet received, as to forget thoſe which we haue alrea« 
dy entertained. For God ordinarily where he takes away the 
memory , ſupplies that defe& with invention and ſufficiencie 
of iudgement, It being very wiſely done, when we have loſt 
one Tradition , te put another in the place, thereby to keepe 
the number full fill,and entire. 

The fourth example is of Fallowing the water of Bapti/me. Fu 
Now the Huguenots will confeiſe with Saint Ba, that the Blefling of the [Is 
water of Baptiſme ought to be bleſſed : But this they deny : ot in Bap- Þ 

that this hallowing was ſuch heretofore, as that nowin vie © "Pi 
withvs, For as much as they ſay 5 That water and all other 
creatures are ſanQified by God already : and particularly that 
the water of Baptiſme necdes no benediQionto make it more 
D2 hely 
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holy ; becauſe (as ſaith Saint Chry/oſfowe) Chrilt by his Bap- 
tilme hath bleffed all waters, Butif my Antagoniſt will pro- 
ceede further to inferre , that the water in Bapruſme ought of 


neceflitie to be hallowed in the ſame ſort that it is now ; | ſay, 
that Eu/cbius writes , that Conſtantine the Great would haue 
men to baptiſe in Iordan z and yet | neuer heard that all the 
water of lordan was made holy warer, 

They will ſay as much of rhe cenſecration of the Oyle, The 


Conlecration word Conſecration at the firit, (iginitving nou more than the in» 


and yvſeof Oile 


in Bapri'ms. 
Tertutl l:b.de 
cerona mts, 


7 


Lent. 


{teution of a ligne toan holy vic. And as for thevſc of Oyle, 
like as the anci:nt Church made vieof it in Bapedme, (o did 
they alſo of milke and hony; neither of which are any more in 
vie, nonot in the Romiſh Church, Why then ſhould the Hu- 
guenots be þ|:med more forthe want of oneceremonie , than 
the Catholikes would be for want of another? Ard this alſo 
ſerues to diſproue that other example which followes, to wit, 
that the Roman Church agreeth with the ancient in all the cc- 
remonies of Baptilme. 

His next example is of the Faſt in Zent, nu hich Saint Fierom 
eftcemes tor an Apoſtolicall eradition. To which the Huguc- 


Eyipban-hereſ. nots will anſwer, that Epiphanim laith, T hat it is an Apoltoli- 


75" 


Hye onym- contre 


Lactf. 


$. 
Sacrifice for 


the dead, 


call Tradition alſo to faſt vpon Wedneſdaies and Fridayes,ex- 
cept vpon thoſe betwixt Ealter and Whitſontide : in which 
time the (aid S. Hierome in the very booke quoted by the An- 
(werer, (aith, That it is vnlawfull to fall; and yet do the Catho- 
likes falt notwithſtanding vpon Fridayes in chat very time, 
Why then are the Huguenots more to be blamed for diſuling 
the cultom of the ancient Church in the obſeruation of the for- 
ty daics before Eaſter,than the Catholikes,for dilſeating from 
the ſame Church,in the obſeruation of the 50. daies after ? 
Copcerning the ſacrifice for the dead, it appeares by that 
Liturgie of the Greeks,which is read inthe fitt Tome of Saint 
Chryſoftomes workes , that they made mention amongſt the 
dead (for whom they made their Oblations) of the Apoſiles 
and Martyrs; who according to the judgement of all partics, 
doe goc direftly into heauen, and, haueno neede of any ſuch 
Oblacion as, men offer at this day, fer the caſing of the ſoules 
departed, 
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departed. So as the Huguenots will lay , that it muſt needes 
follow, that the (oules of the Saints which are in Paradiſe are 
holpen by ſuch Oblations, (which none of the wiſer Catho- 
likes will maintaine) or elſe that the (aid ſacrifice for the dead 
was no other thing than a'( ommemoration made in the timmesf *' 
the Celebration of the Eucharitt;and thus much the wiſer ſort 
of Huguenots will not finde fault withall, 

The next example is of the B-pri/me of [ufants : which the 
Hoguenots allow of as well as the Catholikes, - hong 

As for the mixing of water with the Wine in the Chu'ice, Eh 
this in the tudgemene of the berrer learned Catholikes, 1s not a "con of 
thing ſo necellarily required, And why+hen ſhould we blaroe yacer with the 
the Hugucners for omitting that ceremonie ? In like manner, wine in the 
the better learned amengft the Huguencts will confelle that it Cholice. 
is laz-full : and why then ſhould chey blame che Catholikes 
for obſeruing it ? That which is not necetlary may la fully 
be omitted, and that obſerued which is lawful! ? 

Another exampl: is of perpetual fagfe life z which the Hu» 12. 
guenots blame nor: butthey will (ay,thatthe obſervation of it Perperuall fin 
in thole times was voluntary, and not conſtrained;& that men. 31* 1'< 
were neuer compell'd ro vow it,as appears by the very Canons 
themſelues. The Church ((aith one Canon) after the conſtitution 
of the Apoſtles, added ſome counſel of perfeFtion,as this of the fingle 
life of Priefls : where we may obſerve 2. things again(t the an- 

({wer;one is,that ſingle life was ordained by way of counſe!,not 
of comandment:the other,that it was ordained lince the Apoe 
{tles rimes,and could therefore be no tradition of the Apolilcs, 

The next example 1s of the ſo/4tarie or contemplatiue /ife ; I 2; 

which the Huguendbts will notabſolutely condemne: but they Solitary life, 
.may well ſay that it hath becne in times paſt, much different 

from this of our Hermits and Anchorits at this day. For they 

which fir{t brought in this manner of liuing, obſerued it only 

In the time of perſecution,to auoid Idolatry, and all other oc- 

calions of being enforced to vnlawfull ations by the tyrants 4046, 
which then ruled, as the Ecclefalticall tories do teſtifie in che 1;4,1.cop.1 2, 
lives of $.Paut, and S. Anthony, the two firſt Hermits, 


I2, 
Now for the order of CMonkes : the Huguenots will name Ordcr cf 
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the very yearewhen cach of them was inuented. And what 
chough the name of Monks was v{ual in the primitiu? Church, 
yet were they then other manner of Monkes,than ours at this 
day. For firſt, they earned their liuicgs by the (weat of their 
hrowes. Secondly, divers of them were married, as Athane- 
Athanaſins ads [i writes, Finally, the Huguenots will ſay , that there was 
Dracontum. meyer Monke in the Primitiue Church that killed a King z nor 
any Catholikein thoſe times, that would haue approued it, 


I4, There remaines the e/eftion of Meates ; which the Hugue- 
EleQtion of nots approucIfo that it be done with diſcretion,and not meere- 
Meats. ly for conſcience, according to the cuſtome of the anciene 


Church. For the better clearing of this poynt, wee may (me 
thinkes) diſtinguiſh betweene the difference of meats, and the 
choice of meats, For the Huguenots will ſay, that there is no 
difference of meats in reſpe& of Religion ; for that it is lawr- 
full co cate indifferently of all ſorts of meates, without making 
ſcruple of Conſcience but that men for the taming of their 
fleſh may abſtaine from ſuch meatcs,as they finde to prouoke 
them to concupiſcence : which kinde of abſtinence becauſe it 
is left free to the choile of him that faſteth, may preperly be 
called, Elettion of meats. For the Apoliles (faith the Eeclefia- 

Tripartite 9.38+ ſticall Story) hauc left it to euery mans liberty,to vieas wellin 
their faſts, as on other dayes, {uch kinds of meats as they beſt 
like of, Whereas the Falts enioyned by the Church of Rome, 
may rather (will the Huguenots ſay) be called, 4 preſcription 
of meates, than a free Eleftion : becauſe EleRtian is (till volun- 
tary,and their abſtinence is conſtrained, 

15. Finally, concerning Hoh-dajer,which they call an Apoſto- 
Holy-dayes: 1jcatt Tradition, I ſay, that the Eccleliaſticall Stories ſhew the 
Lib.5«4p.21. cleane contrary : For Socrates faith in expreiſe words, That 

the Apoſtles ordayned nothing concerning Holy-dayer. Againe, 
they which ſuppoſed them to haue beene ordayned by the 
Apoſtles , are enforced at length, to place the obſeruation of 
them in the Claſle of thingsindifferent. For of all the Feſtiuall 
dayes, there was not one of them which hath beene obſerued 
with more deuotion than Eaſter-day z which notwithſtanding 
the Welterne Church vied co celebratsvpon Sunday, ad the 
Eaſternc 
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Ealterne,vpon other daics : the one confirming their cuftome 
by thetradition of S. Peter and Pawd, and the other by the tra- 
dition of Philip and /obhn, Which controverlie,was thus taken 


vp betwixt Polycarpme and Vittor Biſhop of Rome z namely, 50x, 7. 19: 


that the obſervation of it ſhould be left free and indifferent. 
Now the Huguenots doe not fimply condenine the obſeruati- 
on of Holy-daies, but onely the forcing to the obſeruation of 
them.For in England Germany, Switzerland,and other Coun- 
tries, where the pretended Reformed Religion is eſtabliſhed, 
they to this day oblerue diuers Saints daies, without reprehen- 
ſion of the Huguenots in France. 


But put the caſe, that the vſc of all the foreſaid Ceremonies That the Hu- 
guenors are 


nut to be bla- 
med for lea- 


were ſuch in the ancient Church, as they now are in the Ro- 
man z yet ſay I, that all theſe examples make nothing to the 


purpoſe z For as much as Ceremonies ( as I have ſaid) are but uing of the 
the apparell, which alters the faſhion every foot, and are fitted Ceremonies 


eo time and place: which our Aduerſary himſelfe confelleth. I 


For, knowing that the moſt part of our Ceremonies were vn- 
knowne tothe Ancients,he hath no other Anſwere than this, 
which will alſo ſerue to anſwer him againe, viz. That it mat« 
ters not much, whether the Ecclefiafticall Ceremonies were in 


vie in the Primitive Church, or were newly taken vp in theſe. 


latter times. Now the Scriptures (will the Huguenots ſay ) de- 
nounce the ſame curſe againſt thole which adde, as again(t 
thoſe which take away : ſo that if it be lawful for the Remane 
Church to adde any thing to the ancient Ceremonies, it is as 
lawfull forthem alſo to take away,cſpecially thoſe which haue 
beene added. 

Secondly, the Church is called Primitive, cither in regard 
of it ſelfe, becauſe it is truly ancient y or in re{peR of the mo+ 
derne Church of Rome, asit is more ancient in it (elfe, If we 
ſpeake now of the Church, as it is ancient in it ſelfe z the Hu+ 
guenors will ſay, that there is no reſemblance beewixr the-Ce- 
remonies of the ancient Church, and thoſe of the moderne.. 
But if wee ſpeake of that which is more ancient than ours, 
(from which onely our. Adverfaries Arguments are drawne) 
they will ſay, that (belides all this, that the moſt part of our 
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Ceremonies are different) yet at that rime alſo were there to0» 
too many in the Church ; in ſo much as Saint Avgr/fine tn his 
time complaincd exceedingly of the. multitude of them, 

finaily,as the ancieve Church had ſome Ceremonies,which 
the Huguenots have not 3 ſo had it kikewife others, which the 
Chucch of Rome hathnot, as Milke and Honey in Baptilme, 
and the faſhion of plunging the Infant th;:ice to the bottome: 
which haue beenc abrogated (as Saint Thomas ſaith) to auvid 
the calumnies of the Sabellians ; who for this cuſtome repro 
ched the Chriſtians, that they worſhipped ttirce Gods. From 
whence wee may colle&t, how tadifterent things theſe Cerc- 
monies are, ſolong as they arc not abuſed : and on the other 
fide, how lawtull it is , yea, and how neceſſary, to take away 
the vie of them, for preuenting of an inconuenience, So that 
we may ſay thus much in the Hugucnors behalfe z that they 
doe norin this puint ſwarue ſo mucl: from the praRice of the 
ancient Church , ſecing they doe not cond«<mane thoſe diucrs 
Ceremonies which were pract(<d ancicntly z notwithftan« 
ding , that they doc now forbeare them, eſpecially when they 
hauc obſerued them co change into fo much ſuperſtition , as 
that our better learned . Catholikes doe cyen laugh at the 
poere people, whom they them(clues have abuſed. 


CHAP. 3. 


That the defirine of the Huguenots hath not beene condemned by 
any lawful! Iudgersent, before the Conncel! of Trent, 


= 


Itherto haue I ſpoken of the Huguenots Reli- 
AD 210n , As it isin it lelfe , as well in Doftine , as 
W74| | 19 Ceremonies, vis. That Ceremonies bee 
A things indifferent 5 And as for their ecrours in 

- Doctrine, that they be not in the foundation 
of faich. So that they, not being Heretikes, in reſpe of the 
wickednelle of their opinions z let vs now traucrſe the Indite- 
ment , to finde whether they be ſo by condemnation. Nuw 


our Aduerſary te conuit them , produces the Decrees of di- 
uers 
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uers Councels: to which , before | make anſwere, I 'will pro- 
pole theſe foure conliderations. 
The firlt:s this: Whether a generall and lawfull Councell, r. cond, 
may erreor not inthe ſubſtance ot faith ; ſeeing that it is made 
vp of men, in whole teltimony (as faith Saint Anguſtine ) Aug Fpiſtau2. 
there is ſo litrle certaintie ; his words be theſe: 4 man may be- 
leeue the Scriptures without doubting ; but for any other te/ting0- 
niery it ts lawfmll eyther to beleene them, or nat to beleeue them, So | 
a3 this priuiledge , to be of an irrefageable certaintie, is onely 1h 
given to the Scriptures : which if ie be true, then all the patla- y. 
ges which are drawne from the authority of Councels, are 
thusfarre forth onely of weight , as they can be made good 
by the Scriptures. Neuertheletle, this being the common an- 
{were of the Huguenets: I will make no further vſe of itz but 
like a true Catholike,confelle this to be an infallible Maxime ; 
That a lawful! and generall ( owncell, cannot erre in the ſnbſtance 
of faith, 
The ſecond is ; Whether if ſuch a generall Councell may 2.Covſa. 
errethough not in the ſubſtanceof faith; yet atleaft in other 
points of Duvinitie of letſe conſequence: And if they may erre 
in theſe, then, (ceing (as I haue ſhowne) that the Hugneners 
errors be not In the ſubſtance of faith, that it followes here- 
upon , That the Councels may erre in their definitiue deciis 
ons of thoſe Controuerfies which are betwixt the FHugnenots 
and vs,being onely points of lefſer conſequence, Whereupon 
it foilowes, That this ſecond (ort of herefie becomes ſupernu- 
merary, and their errours not being hereſies in their owne na- 
ture, cannot be made herefiesby bare condemnation, For the 
reaſon why hee 18s counted an Heretike , who refilts che De- 
crees of a Councell,is;for rhat in doing (o,he rclifts the ludge» = 
ment of the Holy Gholt, which doth Nt and infallibly , ac- 3 
company the Councell, But now, it the holy Gholt be no e's 
further forth promiſed to aſfilt the Councell, than when ie, j. 1188 
treateth of things necellary to (aluation zT hen they,who hold fk 
ſome Teners contrary to the Councell in other things, doe $!-p/e:on Priz- 
-not herein relilt the judgement of the holy Ghoſt, and by cip-Dotirincont, 
xonſlequence are no Heretikes. Stapleton, Profeilor of the 49042154" 
E Controucr- 
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Controverſies at Doway, and one of the moſt [carned Catho. 
likes of our times , who hath written moſt accurately of this 
Argument, holds, That the holy Ghoſt is caely promilcy to 
aſſiſt che Conncels in neceſſary things , and that in other 
things they may erre. And eAndradins himlclfe , who de. 
fends the Councell of Trent, in ti:c very ſame Booke wherein 
he docs detend it as general!, lawfull and (ound in the mat- 
ter of Faith, condemnes the vulgar Tranſlation of the Biblc, 
as corrupted , although the ſaid Councell had authoriz:d ir 
for authenticall ; (o little did hee trult to the judgement of 
Councels,in things which were belide the eſlence of Faith, 

But admitting ehus much , That a lawfull Councell cannot 
erre at all, yet is there till a third difficulty ; viz. Whether 
theſe Councels which hee produceth againft the Hugwenors 
be lawfull : which cuen a (athbolke may (afely deny ; for as 
much as there be diuerg nillities to be found in ther , and 
namely in their manner of proceeding, which are no where 
found in the ancient Councels, as I will thew in the next 
Chapter, when I treat of the Councel! of Trer. Now, the 
Huguenots will be very well content to be trydd by the An- 
cient Councels, held in the firlt 600. yeares of Chriſt ; name- 
ly, vntill fuch time as the Pope (as they lay) having gotten ſo 
abſolute a Monarchy in the Church , tooke away the liberty 
of Councels, and ſubieFed the (uffrages of the other Biſhops 
to give with him: now all the Councels alledged by aur Ad- 
uerſary, are lince that time. 

There remaines a fourth difficulty , namely, Whether the 
Hug#enots have beene iultly condemned by the latter Coun- 
cels, Now, vpon theſe foure conliderations, a man may per- 
ceiue how frivolous his brags are of the Councels; foraſmuch 
as he is able to conclude nothing, vnlefle hee bath leaue gran- 
ted him-before-hand to adde what authority to the Councels 
hee pleaſethy ro make what Councels lawfull hee liſteth, and 
to force the Councels to ſpeake what he would haue them : 
The molt innacens man in the World might be convicted 
by ſuch proofes, if a man would belceve without further cx- 
awination,, whatſocuer cuery witnefle ſhall bring againſt him: 

and. 
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and when his Aduerſary alſo ſhall have leaue, both to packe 
the witnetles at his 6wne pleaſure, and alſo to iudge of their 4 
t:ftimonies. NT. | BY 
© Butto returneto our purpole, Let vs ſce next,whether the is 2 
Huguenot: (tand lawfully condemned by thoſe Councels 
which hee produceth, or not. The Catholike Apologie de- 
nies it'z whereby (in my conceit) hee ſhewes a great deale of 
z:ale to the Remane Religion. For,conlidering what a world | 
of people are infefted with the F/ngnenors Doctrine, by reaſon Wi. - 
that it is not yet condemned by any lawfull forme of procee- ' 
ding; he endeuours to perſwade with the Catholikes,to cauſe 
alawfull Councell to be called to contute them, to the end, 
that the H{»guenots might be farisfied: by being ſh:wed their 
errours, and be left without excuſe for reieting the DoAtrins 
of the Church of Rowe. But obſerving that there be many 
ſcditious Catholikes (who rather bir to kill their bodies, 
than to ſaue their ſoules) doe hinder ſo holy a deligne, vader 
colour, that they be already condemaed by other Councels ; 
The Catholike Apology doth very wel herein,to aduile them 
not to deſiſt for all this, but eo purſue ſo good an enterpriſe z 
for as much as the former Decrees , by which'the Fuguenots 
ſtand condemned y are not of fucti authoritie , but that they 
may appeale from them to an higher power. So that we mult 
ſue out another Proceſle againſt them,to get ſuch a Iudgment 
as they themſclues ſhall never be able to except againſt. Now 
our Adverſary anſweres , that there is no neede to take this 
courſe, affirming, that they be indeede caſt already by ſuch a 
I:dgement ; which he proves by ewo reaſons. One is , that 
the DoRtrine of the Romane Church hath beene publikely 
confirmed by generall Councels, before that of Trexr. The 
ſecond is , that the Hugzencrs Religion is the ſame with that 
of: ancient Heretikes , which hath beene heretefore con- 


emned, | | i 1m 
For the firft, The chiefe Controuerlie is (ſaith hee) about Tranſubſian- "1 
the Sacrament of the Lords Supper z which is not onely de- ©9997 
termined by the Councell of Trent, but alſo by ten moſt anci- 
ent Councels of the Church, To make good which fcion, 
E 2 (> 
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he cites the Councell of Yercelier , Tours , Vienna , Conſflance, 
Florence: and of five others, celebrated at Rowe ; the chiefe 
of which, was that of Lateran, vader Innocent the third, And. 
theſe be the tenne Councels which our Aduerſary ſtyles the 
moft ancient Councels of the Church. Certainely, then was 
the Church along time without Councels, for the ancienteſt 
of thcſe was 2000. yearecs after the Apoſtles times. But perad- 
venture he meancs it onely of the Church of Reome,.as it i: dif- 
' ferentin doQtrine from the ancient Ci urch ; which is as niuch 
to ſay, As theſe Councels are the moſt ancient of this ( Ro- 
mane ) Church, which not long before the celebrating of 
theſe Councels, became a new Church, and quite contrary 
tothe former. And in this ſenſe hee doth not account thele 
Councels 2s :mply ancient, tut the motl ancient onely of 
that Church, which is not ancient, I canbut wonder how l.e 
comes fo ill aduiſed, as to gjue this aduantage to the Hugve- 
yoti,as to-conclude. ypon him out cf his owne premiles, 7 bat 
our holy mother-Church of Rome, is a new Church : 2rd lo giuec a 
hint to the vulgar to Cilcouer by his owne confeſlion, that it 
is{o indeed, Which inconvenience, the Author of the Catho- 
like Apology. was better aware off to-prevent it, for knowing 
very well, that wee are not able to make good the doctrine of 
the Romane Church by the ancient Councels,he aduiſcth rz- 
ther that we ſhould labour the calling'of a new one; leſt that 
by vrging the other, which indeede be not ancient, the com- 
mon people might come by this meane , to ſuſpe& that aur 
doQrine is new. "IF" 
But to returne tothe ſaid Councels tbelides this, that they 
are all new, there be alſo ſeuen of the tenne which were never 
recciued for generall, by the molt learned defenders of the 
Romane Religion , and by the opinion therefore of tholg 
*yery Cacholikes, they may erre , and by conſequence it will 
belawfullco appcale from them to a general} Councell, luſt 
as the opinion of $5, Cyprian about Rebaptization, being con- 
demned at Rowe in a particular Councell, by Pope (ornclie, 
and the ſentence ratihed by Pope Srephany yet did. S, Cyprian 
neverthelefle continue in his former. opicion, acculing both 
the. 
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the Popes and the Councels of crrour; which certainely bee 
would not have done, had hee eſteemed the authoritie of a | 
particular Councell , without appeale : whereby it appearess | By 
that of thoſe ten Councels , which hee vrgeth , there be bur 1 
three, namely , that of Lateray, of Fimna, and of Florence, 

which be eſteemed generall , cuen by the Catholikes them» 

ſelues $ and ſo by conſequence onely three, which haue power - 
definitively to determine, and not to be ſubict to an-appcale 

to be made from them. 

As for the Decree of that Councell of Lateran, wee ought Councell of. 
nottothinke it ſtrange , that the Hugwenors except again{t ir, © © 4% 
ſeeing that the. {aid Councell, in the tudgement eyen of the 
Catholikes themſelues, might crre; in the ſentence given a- 
gainlt cher 3 for S:erzs ſaith of Tranſubſtantiation, T hat it is 
but an opinion probablez now , an opinion propable, is,nor 
necetſary ;. and in determining vpon a Doctrine which is not 
neceflary, Stapleton faith, That a generall Gounccllmay erre ; 
whereby it appeares, that in ghe dotrine of Tranſubſtentiation, 
the Dzcree of the Councell aforeſaid, was not certaine, Can 
wee imagine then that the Hugzenets will ſtand to ſuch a De 
cre2, which the Catbelihes themiclues confelle to be ſubiet 
toerrour? | 76 4 

As for the Councell of F:exna, this crror (faith he) is con- Councell of 
demnedinit, which is 1 That wee ought not to doe any honour or ©'74. 
rewerence ts the boly Eachariſtz which z as eucry man knowes 
is the crrour of { aluiny and of all the Sacramentaries. I an», 
fwer : That our Aduerſary, and ſuch as he, doe much inture 
the Church of Reme, in giuing the [/Hugueners occalion to re- 
proach the Catbobkes, as to twit them, that they be lycrs and. 
fanderers. For they of the Religion doe not affirme (as hee 
would make them) that wee ought not to give any honor or +, 
reverence tothe Euchar:ſ{: but that we ſhonld not adore i as. Y 5 
the Catholikes doe.. + $ *'Y | in 

The laſt Councell is that of Flerence : the authority where. Councel; + Fi 
of, the Haguenors may. well accept agaiaſt, for that it dilſents © | 
from other Councels. . For. the Councels of-Baſi and Con: 
fanse,both. which our Aduerſary rankes here amoogſt the ge- 
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nerall Councels, haue adiudged it , That the Anthoritie of a 
Councell 1s aboxe the Pope : whereas the Councell of Florence, 
makes the Pope aboue the Councell. Which ſentence 1s not, 
onely (as I thinke) contrary to the Councell of Baſil and 
Conftance, but contraditorie alſo to the judgement of all the 
Divines in Paris at that time, So that if the Heguenors doe 
ill in diffenting from the. Councell of Florence , they dceitby' 
the example of Catholike Diuines and ob other Councels, 
yea of thoſe which arc Generall, by the iudgment even of our 
Aduecrſary himſelfe, | | 

The ſecond doftrine which heinſtances in, is that of Free- 
will ; for denying of which, the Manichees and other Here- 
tikes ſtand condemned by S.e Auguſtine, S. Hierome,S. Leo, GC. 
Now 1 anſwer : That the Hygwenors deny it not in the ſame 
manner that thole Heretikes did, as it is to be well ſecne in the 
doQtrine of the Manichees : who made two necellary Princi- 
ples zthe one of Gaed, and the other of Evill; and asabſo+ 
lutely denied Free-will, as well of-doing ill,as of doing good, 
But when he can ſhew, that the Hugueners hold any ſuch opi- 
nion, his examples will ſerue to ſome purpoſe. 

' Further , hee confirmes the ſaide opinion by foure other 
Councels, viz.by a particular one held in France,and by thoſe 


' of Auranches, Sens, and Conſtance. I an{wer ; that it were but 


' an caliematter ſo to interpret the ſaid Councels , as that the 


Children dy- 
ing without 
Bapriſmme: 


Hugnenotrneed not to refuſe them inthis point of Freewill.But 
for breuities ſake, 1 will not Rand ro examine them , becauſe 


| that three of chem beparticular, and for that reſpet may erro 


(as I have thewne before) and may be appealcid from: and for 
the fourth, which is that of (»ftance, though it be called .ge- 
nerall by our Aduerſary, yet Bellarmine neucrtheleile recciucs 
but 18, Councels for gencrall and lawfull, of which ranke this 
of Conflenceisnone, - pcs} 

The third Herelie that hee ſpeakes of, is, Thatrhe Hugaec- 
nets hold , that little Clnldren dying without Baptiſwre , doc 
not periſh : which that they doe, is plaine e h (faith he.) 
And how? namely, by ſo many teftimenies of Scripture, by 
fo many [Deerces of auncient: Councels:, 'by ſo _ refo- 

p +% wons 


chariſt, Which opinion of his, cu:n our Catholikes them(ciuves 
doe condemne. Why then ſhould the Fiuguenots be Here 
tikes rather for difſenting from Saint eAnguſime in one Sacra- 
ment, than the Cathohkes are for dilallowing his iudgemert 
in the other ? | 


The fourth point is,the /Yor ſhipping of Images: which was Worſhipping 
confirmed by the {econd Councel of Nice,vnto which 1 may of Iwages. 


well oppoſe the Councell of Franckferd , celebrated (ince that 
of Nice, which both contemned and condemned the autho- 


ritie of that Councecll, and the Decrees of it, Neither docs it - 


make anything for our Aduerfary,to (ay, that eheſe teltimo. 
nics are of weight enough amongſt (atbolikes, for there were 
none in the Councels of Frenckferd but Catbolkes, and the 
Popes Legates themſelues, which aflifted at it. Obſcrue then 
all the Councels which our Aduerſary hath rack together a- 
gainlt the Hugaenets : All of which, excepting thoſe three 
of Lateran, Vienna, Florence, and this laſþ,Nce, arc parti» 
cular, and ſo by conſequence, their Decrees may be anulled 
and reverſed. Further of theſe foure, which by ſome arc ac» 
counted generall ; the firſt, (that of Zateras I meane)awas by 
the ſentence of Scotr and Stapleton (two grand Catholikes) 
ſubieR vato error. The words hee vrgeth out of the ſecond, 
(viz, that of Yiewsa) are nothing to the purpoſe. The iudge- 
ment of the third (which is that of 'Florence)) is contrary to 
the Decrees of the Councels of - Bafile and Conſtance, The 
laſt of Nice was condemned by that of Fravchford + where-. 
fore then ſhould the Hu 5 give way to the authority of 
ſuch Councels, from whom the Catholikes themſelues, yea 
Councels alſo of Catholikes themfclues, doe difagree, How 
can wee hope then to convert them by ſuch proofes ? Lee vs. 
call a new one then , let vs giue indifferent audience to 
their Maiſters ::let vs reftxe their Arguments co their very 
faces ,'clſe ſhall wee neger 'recal{' the- ZZnguevers , that are: 
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lutions of holy Fathers : And yet does hee alledge but two 
patſages onely our of S. Auſtiz, who indeed as he was of this 
opinion, That Children could not be faued without Baptiſme , 
ſo held he likewiſe , That they coald not be [awed without the Ex- 


2, 
That tie Dos 
Qrine of the 
Hugucnots 15 
not the ſam2 
with that of 
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ready con- 
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capa, 
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gone aſtray into the right way, 

- The (ſecond reaſon, whereby our AJverſary confutes the 
Hugueno:s, isy Becauſe they agree in doAtine with the anci- 
ent Heretikes , viz, the Arriany , who (as Saint Augsſ{ine tee 
llifizs) reieRed, x, Prayers for the dead; 2, The [et times of 
Falling: 3, The difference betwixt the Biſhop and the ordi- 
nary Prielt ; And 4-with fouinian and Vigulantiiny in the poynt 
5. Merits and rewards of 
Saints : 6, The Adoration of Reliques : 7, The louocation 
of Saints : $, The EleRion of Meats. I anſwere: Firſt, That 
euen as a good Catholike may erre, fo may an Hereiike allo 
ſpeake truth, Saint Cyprian and Ticenins the Donatilt, having 
diverlly iftterpreted a place of the holy Scriptures , Saint Au- 
guſtine reies Saint Cyprians expolition , and allowes that of 
Ticonirs, So thar it is not enough barely to ſhew that an He- 
retike hath maintayned ſuch and ſuch an opiniou, vnletſe he 
proue withall, that the ſaid opinion is hereticall. Secondly , I 
haue {hewed in.the former Chapter, that che v(e of thiugs in- 
different, might be lawfull in the ancient Church, and yet va- 
lawfull in this of ours : ſo that the Hagwewors may wftly blame 
the ſelfe-ſame things which the ſaid Herctikes did vouſtly 
except againſt; yntill we can proue, not onely the things to be 
the ſame z but alſo make it appeare, that there js not now a 
greater abuſe, in theſame things, than there was then. As for 
the opinions following , the Huguenors will attirme , that nei- 


ther did the Fathers hold them in the ſame manner that the 


Catholikes now do, nor that the Heretikes tookethe ſame exe» 
ceptions to them , that the Hugwenors now doe : as wee may 
perceiue by the exceptions following, 


Prayer for the Firſt, as for Prayer for the Dead, the Huguenors will affirme, 


dead, 


That the Church in the beginning , celebrated onely a Com- 
memoration of the dead, wherein, (as I ſhewed in the former 
Chapter, they made mention hkewile of the Apoſtles, and of 
tholethat be already gone to heayen. Now this Commemo- 
ration (will the Hageenors ſay) brought forth Prayer for the 
dead, this Prayer brought forth Purgatorie; Purgatory, Par- 


-dons z:and Pardons have brought in pence into the Popes 


, 2**OR coffers. 
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coffers, Now will chey ſay further , that (o long 2s theſe a« 
buſes were not in the Church , if any man had found favle 
with this Cultome, of Commemoration, hee ſhould but haue 
ſhewed himſelfe to be of a quarreiſome ſpirit z yea, they will 
further ſay,that pettie abules, clpecially ſuch as beare a ſhew 
of Charitic, might ſomewhat be winked at, as Payer for the 
Dead,had : which cuflome (erued them alſo to (tirre vp inthe 
Pagans, a better eſteeme of the Chriſtian faith+ bur this occa- 
ſion being now cealed, and the abuſes remayning fo great , as 
they affirme them to be tis now no time to winke at them 
any longer, nor is there any other meanes left vs,to reforme 
them, thanto rake away the firlt occation whence they pro» 
cecded,though inthemſclues they beof no great conlequence, 
So that if wee will ſhew wherein the Huguencrs reſemble the 
other ancient Heretikes, in taking exceptions vato prayer for 
the dead,we mutt ſhew withall ; how that the anciene Church 

vſed the ſame chaffering for Pardons and Indulgences , for 
the delivering of ſoules out of Purgatoriz, that the Church of 
Rome at this day doth, Otherwiſe , the abuſe being not the 

ſame, the things deſerue noe equall blame, and they that finde 

faule with them are not alike favltie, 

Touching et faſting dayes, I am heartily ſorry, that hee, in 


giving out, that the Fugaenots doe herein imitate the ancient Ser faſting- 
Herettkes, giues them aduantage to revenge themſelues vpon dayCs, 


vs,and to proue the cleane contrary: namely,that it is we that 


*follow the ancient Heretikes : for Euſebixs faith, That it was Euſtb.c. 15, 


Montanny the Heretike , who tirlt ſet downe the Rnles for Fa- 
fling , ſecing that betore that, thele ſee falting-dates were not 
ordained with any intention to binde the conſciences, but for 
orders ſake onely. Surely then-he was not inthe right, who- 
ſocuer found fault with them), ſecing there was at brft no (u- 
perſtition in them, But ſince that ( ſay the Huguenot: ) the 
ſuperſtition is come to that heigbe, that the very day,only be- 
cauſc it is ſuch, or ſuch a Saints Eve, is eſteemed much holier 
than other dayes. So then, this order hauing occalioned ſu- 
perſtition, to auoide this ſuperſtition, wee may diſpole other- 
wile of that order; 

F And 
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And now as concerning the difference between the Biſhop 


DiſtinRion of and the ordinary Prieſt ; the Huguenots will (ay, that at firſt 


Biſhops and 
Prieſts, 


they were both equall; but that lince thea, ſome among(t 
them haue beene promoted to dignitic aboue the reſt, and at 
leſt one is become Monarch ouer thern all, Now (will the 
Huqnenats confetle) that before this vniucrſall Monarchy of 
thc Popezthere was not the like r-alon wo blame the diſtinRi. 
on of degrees in Paſtors, which in it ſclfe was tolerable, and 
not altogether vnprofitable ; But they will fay withall, chac it 
is molt manifeRt, how that the Fathers never held this diſlin- 
ion to haue beene inſtituted by God, but onely to be a po- 


Comment incap (tive ordinance of men , to preſerue (as Saint /erome (aith) 


.Epiſt, ad Ty- 
tm, 


4, 
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Virginitic. 
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the vnitie of the Church. A Prieſt (ſaith he) is the ſame with 
a Biſhop , Lut it was afterwards ordayned throughout the 
world, that one ſhould be wade choice of abaue the reſt, for 
the avoiding of Schiſme. Howbeit he confetTeth that Biſhops 
arc ſuperiour to Prieſts , by Cuftome rather, than by diume 
Ordination. 

The fourth poynt, wherein heſaith that the Z/uguezots doe 
imitate the ancient Heretikes,is concerning arriage & Uir- 
ginitze , which is but a meere calumny : for the Huguenot: af- 
ftirme not with /ounser, T hat marriage is ſimply equall to Vir- 
ginitie z'but onely in ſuch a ſenſe as Saint Augr/tine ſpeakes 
it, who ſaycs, that hc dares not preferre the virginitie of Saint 
Tobn, before the marriage of «fbraham. Nor with V5gilantine, 
that it is vnlawfull to make a Prieſt, vale(lc he were firſt marri- 
ed t but wich that holy man Paphnutizs, That it is lawfull for a 
Priclt tobe married. 

Touching the 2erits and rewards of the Saints, I cannot tell 
what he would ſay : for if he-meanes by it, That the Saints re- 
ceiue arecompenceof their good workes , the Hugnenors will 
agree to it 2 but if hemeanesit of workes of ſapererrogation, laid 


vp (as they (lay ) inthe treaſury of the Church, and applyed by - 


the Popes Indulgences, vnto the ſeules of other men z the 
Catholikes will ſay, that the Church lived in-the ſame igno- 
rance for the firſt thouſand .,yeares , that the Hugwenots now 
doe: forit is not long ſince that for the benefit and aduance- 
mene 
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ment of the Pope, God firſt reucaled this creaſure, which had 
lyen hid fo long, and the roolt gainctull commoditie of In- "al 
ulgences allo, Katt 
Now asfor Reliques,] (ay thateuen the fame Saint Flierowe &. 7. A 
who wrote againlt Yigslantivs for taking exception to the Re. C—_—_ 
liques of Saintsz doth yet in the (ame booke againſt Vrgilan- _ 
tixe, allow of the Eues of Saints : howhbeit for certaine abuſes © _ 
committedin the night of the ſaid Eues, which they called the 4 
Vagilr, the Catholikes chemſelues have forbidden them: And | 
now faſt onely ypon the Eues, although the dayes doe hill g! 
retaine the names of Eves, So then we mult either grant that 
the Catholikes are condemned by Saint Hieromeyas wel as the 
Hugnenets , or elſe that the abuſe of things , cauſcth them to 
be thought blame-worthy at one time, and not at another, So 
that we muſt not confider whether the Fvgneners agree with 
Viglantives, in the taking exception to _ but whether 
there be not now more abule in the worſhipping of them, 
than in Saint H:eromes time. For the Huguenot: doe not now 
fimply accept againtt Reliques , infomnuch that I have heard 
divers Hugwenots lay , T hat if they could be certaine that 
they had any ancient monument of our Saviour, orof his A- 
oltles,they would make very preciouseſteeme of them : and 
Firre more, than of any antique medall or other antiquitic of 
the old Romans. By greater reaſon then dee they honuur 
their perſons, alrhough they do not invoke them being dead, 
for that (fy they) them(elues forbad it whilft they lived, So 
that if wee will prove the Haguenects to be enemies to the ho- 
nour of the Apoſtles, wee mult proue out of their writings, 
That fuch was their will to be inuocated. Elfe will the Hugne- 
mots tell vs, That they haue the Saints in more honour than 
the Catholikes ; inthat they haue ſuch a care to obſcrue their 
preceptsnow after their deaths : It being evident, That that - al 
childe who is moſt carefull to performe his laſt will and teſta- -c: 
ment,loues his deceaſed father better, than if he ſhould onely br 
keepe his piture by him. 
The cight and laſt opinion of the ancient Heretikes , is, $, 
The eleftion of meat. Whereunto the Huguenot: will giue the EleQion of 
F2 (ame mers. 
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ſame anſwer as tothe former obicAtions , viz. that it was vn- 
lawfull inthoſe times to finde fault with the cletion of meats, 
and yet lawſull to condemne it now. The reaſon is, tor chat 
it was then an order onely , without enforcing of the conſci- 
cnce to obſerue it, 

And ifany man reply , That they now in the Church doe 
but the (ame, and that it is onely the meaner ſort of people 
that account one meat holier than another : and that the bet« 
ter learned Catholikes hold , that the (in of eating fleſh vpon 
dayes whereon it is forbidden, is onely in regard of the ordi- 
nance, and not inregard of the nature of the meats : Whence 


Duraxd.l;b.5.de COMES it then, that D«randzs, that great defender of the cere- 


monies of our Church, makes vie of this rcaſon, to confirme 
abftinence from eating of fleſhy namely, That fiſh is a more 
holy meat : for that in the time of Neaks floud,God curled the 
carth, and the Creatures that it brought forth, but not the 
waters. | 

See here now the ancient bereſics-reuiucd. (as hee (aich ) by 
the Huguenets : but heeis in the wrong : for that they ought 
not to be ravked among(t the Heretikes, vntill ſuch time as 
wee haue made proofe, how that the Church of Rome duth 
not onely agree with the Primitiue in the ſame things, but 
allo in the very circumftances of the things: for thoſe things 
which are of themſeclues ceremonies , are allo of themſeclues 
indiferent z and itis the righe vſe or abuſe of them, which 
makes them lawfull or vnlawfull. So that by conſequence it 
may be at-this time lawfull, and at another time vnlawfull, to 
take exceptions tothem; Euen as it was notlawfull to breake 
the brazen Serpent, whillt it was a Sacrament, but necc([aric 
to breake it, when ic became an 1doll, 
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CHAP, 4 
That the Conncell of Trent it not lawful, 


Ee arecome at laſt , thankes be to God, to the 
az) holy Councell of Trent z a Councell whereof 
6 FEY] our Adverſarie had neede tO make | AC- 
V2.,6.4) count, for that the proofes drawne from the 
Fe GAY 5 former Counce!ls , concerned onely two or 

. == = three queſtions z and thoſe allo, rather pro» 

bable coniectures , than proofes. But as forthe Councell of 
Trent, that openly confutes all the herelies now! maintained 

bythe Hrgzenots ; by reaſon whereof, our Aduer(arie toylecs 

himſclfe more in the defence of that, than in any other que- 

ſtion whatſoeuer : albeit hee vſes not any proofes to conhirme 

it, but anſwers one!y to the obiections of the { #thelite Apolo- 

gie, which I finde to be three innumber, 

The firſt is ; That the Popedid therein take vpon him the 
office both of Iudge and Partie : and that himſclfe conuoked 
the Councell, and fat Prefident in it. * 

The ſecond is 4 That thoſe who ſought the.reformation, 
could not beheard init. 4) 4 hers? 

The third ; That for as much/as the- Haguenors are able 
to alledge divers nvullities , both in the forme, and alſo in 
the definitions of the ſaid Councelly wee are not bound to 
accept of the ordinances: therebf: without exaitination: of 
them t For as much as Satnt- /obw hath commanded vs to 7ry 
the Spire. Fas b 2 #104 id 220450) 5156 

To the firſt Obietion tThat the Pope was both Lodge and 
Partie, he anſwers, That the Pope oughe not to Joſe. his righe 
of calling Councels, and of being Prefidert in them, for-tnat 
he had obtained this righr 1 500: yeares before; The. Z/ugve- 
mots can ealily cut him off 500. yearesof his time, In all which 
ſpace,the Pope neither onge called any generall Councel],nor 
ſat Preſident in it, The firſt 'of Nice was called by Conftan- 
tize the Great 2 That of Conffantineple,by Theodoſius Sentor ; 
T hat of Epheſus, by '7hradufine Tunior t That of Clalcrdorviby 

3! - 3 


Mariana 


* En denier re« 


ſort. 


28 The Catholike Moderator. 


Hartianus , the Emperour, The ſame allo may be afftir- 
med of thoſe that (ſat Prelident in them. In the Councell 
of Nice was Hoſics Bilhoppe of Cordabd in Spaive , Preli- 
dent, In the Councell of Epheſus , (yril,. Patriarch of 
eAlexav#dria, And thus much may ſufhce for lo cuident a 
truth, 

Secondly, he anſwers z That it is nothing repugnant to the 
equitie of- a great Prince, to be both Iudge and Partie. Info 
much as a Soueraigne Prince is perpetually Iudge, vntill hee 
be lawfully declared to haue forfeited his principalitic , al- 
though the ſuite be commenced againſt him(elfe. But (ay, 
that there is ſtill a third , which arbixrates betwixt the Prince 
and his Subieas, when there is a ſuit berweene them : And 
alchough the Iudge be the Princes Officer, yet may he pro- 
nounce (entence againſt him,*which himſelfe cannot repeale: 
and there is no Prince, but a Tyrant, that would reverſe that 
iudgment, as the Pope hath done in diſanulling the decreesof 
che Councels of Baſil & Conſtance,made again(t bimſelfe. But 
admit I ſhould confetle, that a Prince might be Iudge in his 
owne cauſe , yet ought that to be vnderſitood in a (uit of 
meane confequence : but when the controuerſie is, whether 
he be a lawfull King or not,we may well aſſure our ſelucs,that 
he would never be depoſed, if he might be his owne arbirra- 
or:and of this natuteis the firſt Article of the proceſle againſt 
the Pope, The Hugnevor: deny hitn to be head of the Church ; 
How then I pray ſhall ehis-Controverlie be decided, if there 
be no other Judge beſides himſelte ? | 

Thirdly , hee ſhewes by examples, that Pope arcoline, 
Sixtw the third, Symachie, Leo, Alexander , Patriarch of A- 
lexandria, Cyri/,,and Zee the firft, were Tudges in their owrie 
cauſes. As for $. Afarcel/me ((aith hee) when as he had offc- 
red Incenſe voto Idols, bee went and accuſed himſelfe in the 
Councell of Smaefe, and yet durft nu man denounce Scn- 
tence againſt him, but all the Biſhops cryed out with one con- 
ſent: Father indge thy ſelfe with thine own month. To which I an- 
{wer : Thatit is calie to diſcoucr this tobe but a forged Coun» 
cell, which bringsin the: Emptrour Dioclefer, talking with S. 
Harcelline 
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Marcelline at Rome, and inticing him to Idolatry z whereas $;gonine de occi- 
Dioclefian was at the ſametime at Nicowedia , a Citie of Bithi- dentisImp.l.s. 
ia, Secondly, there isa great deale of difference betweene a 
plainecaſe,8 a right in quelti-»n. For S. Aſarcelline was accu- 

ſed of an at, of which he was molt apparantly guilty: $o that 

the Biſhops perceiving that the Pope denied not the fat, and 
that hce was penitent for it, offered to reſerre themielues to 
that ſentence which hee would give againſt himſelfe, Tuft as 
if a man ſhould (ay to a Theefe thae weretaken in the man- 
ner z Thou ſeelt thy ſelfe openly guiltie, thou knowelt like» 
wiſe the puniſhment ordained by the Law for ſuch offences, 
What thinkeſt thou that thou haſt deſerued ? Speake a Gods 
name, and be thine owne Iudge: Surely this would be verie 
acceptable to all malefators, to conclude thereupon , that 
they ſhould haue no other Iudges goevponchem but them- 
{elues, His ſecond example of Sixtms the third , who being 
flaith hee) acculed of Adultery, would haue a Synod called 
by th'Emperours authoritie , but they-would-nor, nor indeed 
durſt they (faith hee) meddle with his Cauſe before all the 
Biſhops were met , and that they vnderftood the Popes 

leaſure, whether hee were willing to haue them fo decide 

is buſineſſe, or nor. I anſwer z that this was but a ſingular 
favour ſhewne him by the Emperour Yalentimian, by rea- 
ſon of his innocency : For the Pope himſclfe was willing 
that other men ſhould haue beene Iudges in his buſineſle :- 
But it followes not hereupon , that every Pope in cuerie 
cauſe ought to clayme the fame — z but the con- 
trarie rather, viz. That Pope Sxrw the fift, who would not 
ſuffer himſelfe to be iudged by any other wan, ought to- 
have beene (o, becauſe Sixtw the third , who would haue A 
beene ſo, was not. What neceſlitie is there in mn hin, * 
whoſe innocency is cleare? and as it was a token of inno- Wh 
cency in the one to ſubmit himſelfe vnto cenſure , fo to re- | | 8 
fuſe all mens verdiRs , but his owne, is an euidence; that hee ry 
finds himlslIfe guiltie, But 1 demand now,whether that fingu- 
lar priuilecge granted vnro Sixtw, mult thenceforth be taken 
for a leading-cauſe or not;1f he anſwers no,then is this inflance 
nothing 


4© 


Tom 1.Cont 4. 
l:b.g cap. 9g. 


The Catholike Moderator. 


nothing to his purpele: if yea, The Catholikes will oppeſeit; 
for Bellarmize contelleth , that in caſe of heynous crimes, a 
Counceli may be called to lic vpon the Pope: But he thinkes 
not peratuenture that Sixtws was acculed of any haynous 
crime: which (as | thinke) is the reaſon that hee names nor 
bis fault , becauſe be barely intimates, that hee was accuſed of 
Adultery z whereas indeede, he was accuſed for defiling of a 
Nunne ; which wee good Catholikes, ftiie not Adultery , but 
Incelt z by ceafon of the ſpirituall conſanguinitie which is be- 
er-ixt a Prieſt and a Nunne, 

His third example -of Sywmachws , whoſe conſent (faith 
he) was required even forthe calling of that Councell,where- 
in himſelfe was accuſed, The Hwugnenets will defire no mere 
atthe Popes hands, than to doe as Symachw did for , albeit 
his conſent went to the calling of the Councell ; yetwhen ie 
was called, hee tooke not vpon him the part of a ludge in it, 
but with all humblenelle purged him(elfe before the Councell 
ofthoſe crimes which he was charged withall. 

The fourth example is ot Zeo the third, of which paſſage 
the eruth is this : The Romanes bearing a (plecne to Leo, for 
that Charlemaigne the Emperour had inforced them to ſwcarc 
alleageance to him ; out of meere malice Jatd many (landers 
vpon him z But (harlemaigne appearing at Rome, thcy for 
teare of him, durit not (hand to it to prefecute their proofes 
againlt him, but at the very br(t canuatſethey all crycd out ; 
T hat the eApoſiles See conld not be indged by any man. Which 
clamour teſtifies nothing elſe, then, That u« the nature of the 
pulgay , to fall from one extreame ts another, And thcrefore 
ehcy having ſlandered the Pope before out of malice, they 
afterwards thought to curry-fauour againe, by flattering him 
for feare. But let vs heare what followes z Did not eArrius 
(faith hee) heretofore diſpute the caſe in a matter of faith with 
Alexander ? Notwithſtanding was this Alexander judge in 
the Councell of Nice. Was not Cyri#f Preſident in the Coun- 
cell of -Ephe/xs , notwithitanding he was one of the parties? 


' And who but Les (at Preſident at the Councell of Chalcedon, 


notwithſtanding that all the difference theg was betwixt him 
and 
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41. 
and D-oſcorias?] anſwer : Thatthe controuerſies which then 


were betwixe Alzxaxder, Cyril, Leo, and the foreſaid Heres 
tikes, concerned them no more then 1c did the reſt of che Bi- 
ſhops of che Church : whereas that of che Pope isa priuate 
quarrell, where the dignity of his perſon is queſtioned. A- 
gaine, Cyril was not Prelident of the Councell, io as that he 
could allow or anull the Decreesas hee thought goodzbur 
larconly firft in oxder,hauing otherwiſe but Jus livgleyoice 
whercazthe Popenow adaycs hath hisnegartine voiceto dit- 
anull a whole Councell though generall: yea, and to make 
his Decretals vpon what hee 1it, without a Counccll. As for 
Alexander, he tate neither as Iudge nor Prelident, but only 
asa priuate Biſpop amongſt the reſt, To conclude, Leocame 
notat all ro the Councell of Chalcedon; and Anatolug,Patri- 
arch of Conſtantinople late Preſident init, 

H's concluding reaſon why che Pope may be Iudge, be- 
cauſe(as heſairh)he1s not ludge alone, bur hath diucrs Afli- 
ſans. I anſwer: T hatin the later Councecls he hath bin ſole 
Indge;and tharthercft ofthe Biſhops haue not binſo much 
his Aſſiſtaurs,as his Vallals.For whacrſocuer the Councelde- 
crees, is void,without the confirmation of the Pope be to it, 
(witnelle hs abrogation of the Councels of Fraxckeford,Ba- 

fl & Conſtance.)Contrariwiſe,whenſocuer the Pope makes a 
Decree without a Councell, it is of as much vertue asthe de- 
finitiops ofthe moſt holy Councellchat cucr was or can be. 
For the Popes aduocates mainfaine, that he cannot errein a 
marrer of faith,though he ſhould giue iudgemenc withouta 
Councell:and that a Councell may erre,ifnoc confirmed by 
him. To what purpoſe then ſerue che other — ioyned 
with him as companions, when as hee ay doe all without 
them, and they nothing without him? 


Theſccond Obieion of the Catholike Apologie, wiz. 2. Obief?, 


Thatthe Hwgwevots had not faireaudience: 15 firſt (tath he) 

confured by thar-very booke whichthe Proteſtants ſertorth, 

intituled,Canſa cur Elebtores; for they contellein that Booke 

that they were ſuwzmencd tothe Councell, ,And we may 

reade moreouer of many ampleſate conduts,whereby full 
G 
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hberry was giuen tothe Proteſtants,to cometothe Councel, 
And this briefly is his anſwer :to which I reply: 
Firſt,thatthe booke which he mentions, deliuers no rea- 
ſon why they came nor to the Councel, but why they judged 
that the forme of proceeding in that Councel was like to be 
ſuch, as that their comming thither woulg haue beene tono 
purpoſe. But to what end an{wers hee, that they were fum- 
moned? The Apology aftirmes not,that they wefe not called 
bur tharthey werenot heard. For itis notenough for ajudge 
to cal both che parties before him,it heſuffers bur one of che 
to ſpeak:and iuſt thusfell it outatthat Councelof Tren: : for 
Brentizes,and other Diuines of Swewta, were {ent thithcr by 
the Duke of Wittenberge, bur might noc beſuffered to dil» 
pure when they came chere.CHelantthonalſo,and othcr Mi- 
niſters of Saxony, were vpon the way, bur turned backe a- 
aine,having recciucd intelligence from Afanritizes the E- 
te&ors Ambalſador there, that they could not be hcard. 
Secondly, replyzthart admicthar they had bin ſuffered. to 
diſpure,$ had bin heard, yet werethe Conditions altogether 
vnequalifor they requiring to haue a deciding voice with 
the reſt ofthe Councell, according to the forme ot the ſafe 
codudt granted to the Behemias bythe Cocel of Baſll.Bur 
the Tridentin Fathers would none of chatzrefuling troadmit of 
any to haue deciſiue voices,butonly the CatholtkeDiuines. 

Thirdly,the H»g»exects had good cauſeto (uf pet the ſafe 
conduGfor ſohn Hwus had alio afafe conduRt fromthe Eme 
perour $1gi/mwnd,to cometo the Councell of {7 onſtance; and 
yet comming thither, was there burnt, 

To the third Obietion,viz,That the Apoſtle command; vs 
zo try the ſpirits whether they be of Godor no; he antwers; That 
the Apoitle there ſpeaksnor of tuch things as be already cer- 
taine,& defined inthe Church:but of tnatrers rather vpſtarc 
and ambiguous,as arethole of our trechcrous Aduerſaries. 
Soft and faire,not roo faſtzthereis no manafhrmes, that wee 
muſt try a thing that is certaine; but that we are not to ſertle 
our beliefe vpo 1t, without proofs thartitis certain, For athin 
May be certain 11 it ſelfezneuertheletle,if it does not appeare 


iO 


The Catholike Moderator. | 43 


eo be certaine ynto vs, we may well maketriall of it, for tha 
without trying,we cannot vnderſtand the certainty. But it 
Is ( faith he ) lawfull rotry the Hagnencrs opinions, becauſe 
they benew andambiguous, If then it be lawtullto try the 
newtis allo lawtul (ſay 1) to try the old; for two _— 
Opinions arc Relatineszlo that we cannot make demonttration 
that the new arefalſe, but we mult proue withall,chat the old 
are cruc. And asfor the ambiguity ofthe Hugxenors dotrine 
it ic be ambiguous,then is it not cerrainely talſe; and if their 
doatrine be nor cercainly talſc,then is not the Carbolikes cer- 
tainly truc:and conſequencly,cuen by the iudgement of our 
Aduerfary himſclte, it is lawfull co try it.Buc let vs now exa- 
mine his realons vpon which he concludes,that it is notlaw- 
fu!l rocry the Spirits of the Councell. 

Firit ( faith he) if wee ought co try them all, then were ic 
lawfullco try the Spirits of the Councell of Nice, (onſtanti- 
wople,Epheſns,& ( halcedon:Whereupon it muſt follow, thar 
weoughe co diſculle againethe wicked hereſics of Arrixs 
Maceaonins, Neftormas, and Emtiches,& examine agaie the 
facred 5criprures themſelues,the Oracles of the Prophets,the 
Hiitory ot Mo/es,and finally the holy Goſpell. Aclengch he 
concludes, Tharif chings which be decermuned by the holy 
Councels,oughtto be held for certainezrheir is no reaſon to 
ſuffer the Decrees of the Comncel of Trent to be called again 
in qu:ftion. I anſwer, That wee oughtro holdthe Decrees 

of the former Councels for moſt certaine, & yet is it lawful 
neuertheleſſe, to makequettion of the determinations of the 
Counccllof Trent: ro which purpoſe diuere reaſons might 
be alledged; howbeir, this one may ſuffice for the preſent: 
For that in euery Councel,we ought to deliberate and mea» 
ſurechings,betore we wdge z and after this the iudgement 
of a Councel which hath duly examined and 1udged,(accor- 
ding co the right meaſure) ought notts bee called againe in 
ucition. Bucto know now, whether a man hath truly mea» 
fred ,we muſt cake conſideration of theſize and manner of 
meaſuring by ic.Now willche Haguenets ſay, that che Rule 
which che Couuncell of Nice did ingaſure by, was onely the 
G 3 Scriptures, 
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Scripture,or the written Word, as the words of Conſtantine 
*© doe teſlific : which be theſe, All ſeditions contention ſer 4» 
© fde,tet ws diſcuſſe the things in comtronerſie by the teſtimony of 
© 7he Scriptures dinivelyin{pred. The manner of mealuring 
then was,to apply the doctrineto theſaid Rule or Scripture, 
andaccordingly torecemeor reieet i,asat was conturmable 
or varying,to or from the {a1d Rule. Burnow bath the Cou- 
cell of Trent (will the Hnguenors fay)much failed in all chele 
Circumftances. | | 
For firft;it decided before it mealured;for as much as cucn 
before their comming to the Councel,thcy were cuery man 
of themreſolued to condemne the Heggenors, Secondly, in 
examining and meaſuring of the queſtious, i meaſured.not 
oy the writcen Word only,but by 7raditzonrallo, as it was a» 
greed vpon atthe fourth-Sc{hon of the fazd Councell, So 
that it meaſured ſomerimes,either withour a Rule, or ar lealt 
by a Rule very contrary to that of the . Councell of Nice. 
Thirdly,admir that ithad mcaſured by atrue Rulezyct did ir 
norſo much apply the dotrin'co theRule,as bend the Rule 
to, make it fic torhe dofrine,viz.peruecrted the Scripture, by 
an inrerpreration forced to their owne opinion: For in the 
tourth Sefſioti,it was decreed, That no. man ſhould gine any o- 
ther interpretation,then that which was conſouant ta the dottrine 
of the charch of Rome.So that in ftead of meaſuring their doc- 
trine by theRule;they meafared the Rute by their dodrine, 
But hefollowes ic furcher againit che rriall of che Spiris ; 
chazif we(hould try all then thould we call againe into que- 
ſtionzche very Bookes of the holy Scriptures ac ſelfe,I an{wer 
no; and rhit icfoltowes-nor, thar wee ſhould call.in queſtion 
againethe Bookes approned by ancient Councels, becauſe 
chey reieft ſome, wtych are appointed by the Councell of 
Trent ; ſeeing that itt rhis particular z the 1udgemenc of chat 
CounceB AS ALdRach by (atholites chemielues, For 


ig: rag of hey Catholike,yea,cuenince the Councell 
OT, rea hath r eardfor Aposryphall the (cue lab Chapters 
of te; 00K of Heſfter,which were: roued by the councel 
of Trent; which donbtleſe hewould neucr baue done, had 
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he held it vnlawful to try the Spirir of the {aid Councell. 


Thirdly he argueth; that if matters already determined & 3.Reaſon, | 


detined,may be brought in queſtion againe, what end then 
would there be of Controuecr(es? 1 an{wergthatthis reaſoi 
15 not ſuthciencro ſtay the triall of Councels, but that chis 
isthe way to fetan end ro Controuerl1es: for that is not ec» 
nough to diſpatch Controuerlies, vnlcile wee be ſurcthat 
this difpatchingis a well ending ofthem, And lo the Arri- 
ans might cuen aswell hauc periwaded vs,to rely vpon their 
packt Councell of Arimwnym, to giuean end to Controucr- 
lies, - Towhich our Aduerlary can ſhape no other anſwer, 
but that their Councell was not lawfull, and thatthe Coun- 
cell of T3exr was. Well ther (fay I)chat though we may not 
examinethe Decrees ofa Councell,yet may we try whether 
the Councell were lawtul or not:and tor this once,we delire 
no more aduantage chen thiszand thus much muſt be gran- 
ted vs in deſpight of the World. For if we __ {imply ro 
rely vponthe Authoriy of Councels, which commonly 
patletor lawtull amongſt our Doors, wichoutany further 
enquiryzthere is no reaton whereforeche Grzcians ſhould 
rather allent tothe ſecond Councell of Nice, whichallowed 
of Images;then to that of Conſtautinople, made vp of 300.0f 
their owne Biſhops, which condemnedthem, 


T he fourth Reaſon, tor which be rakes away the liberty of 4 


trying their doctrine, fromthe people, is quoted out of the 
17.chapter of Dewteronomy, wherc 1tis comnanded, That 
men ſhould enquire of rhe Prieſts Leuites, and the Tudge 
appoinred for the time in caſes of difficulty, And Woſes 

({ath our Aduerfary) addeth not.7ry the Spirits of the Prieſts 
and [ udger. But if any grow prond,and will not obey the command 
of the Prieſts,that man ſhall die,by theſentence of the Indge.Nor 

15 this much different from that which our Lord ſaithin the 

Goſpell of Saint Matthew, The Scribes and Phariſes ſit im 

Moſes Chayre,whatſoemer therefore they ſay wmto you, that ob- 
ſerue and doe, As for Moſes Commandement, it was ginen 


vnto the [ewergwhereupon Rabbi Salomon Tarchi concludes, gas, 5.1. 1archi 
Thatwe ere to beleene whatſacuer the Iewiſh Priefts ſey. SincemDemeronom, 
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then that their Prieſts interpreted che Prophecies, encn of 
Chriſt himſclte,otherwiſc then we Chriſtians doe, A lew 
walſay chat Chriit 15 not yer come,becauſechar Prieſts deny 
it, and it according ro our Aduerlaries {aying,we ought nor 
ro try the Spirits ot their Prieſts; 1 demand then, how he wil 
anſwer the /ewes,and I will anſwer hum, as hee does them; 
namely,chatin che Text this clauſe is.inſerred, According to 
Law,thatis to ſay,we areto obey their Commandements,ſo 
farre forth, as they are agrecable tothe Law; which how can 
weknow, vnlelle we examine it ? So thatler our Aduerſary 
take hischoyce, either to confelle, that wee are notin this 
ue forbidden to try the Spirits of the Prieſts,or elſe ro ac+ 
nowledge himiclfero bea Jew. | 
Torheplace of Sainr Adatthew,becauſche ſaich, howthat 
it is notmuch valike: our anſwer ſhall lkewile be che ſame, 
For our Sauior hath nor commanded vs to obey the Phari- 
ſes inall chings,ſimply; bur norto rake ſuch ſcandal ar their 
liues,as thac we ſhould refuſe ro obey chem,when they ſpeak 
well. For,ſhould we (imply giue credit ro what they vid vs, 
withour cryall of it,v4hy ihould we belecue that Ietus Chriſt 
isthe Sonne of God, whenasthe high Pricſt taid thar hee 
blaſphemed in calling himlelte lo ? 
His laſt reaſon isdrawnefrom the Councell cf the Apoſtles 
mentioned, Atts.1 5.1t ſeemed good unto the holy Ghoſt, 10 vs 
tence he concludes. That Gods Spirut ſo infallibly tyed unto 
a lawful councel,that we ought not to call the definitions of tt in- 
ro queſtio:nor would S. Paul hiniſclfe(ianh our Aduerſaric) 
examinecheinſtru&ions of the Councell of the Apoltles:as 
Saint.Lwke ſaich, Atts. 1 6.He gave them that to obſerwe, which 
was ordained by the Apoſtles and the Elders which were at leru- 
ſalem.1 would faine aske one of our Catholike Doors, to 
what purpoſe are there ſo many diſputationsand conſultati- 
ons at our Counccls,iffo be that che holy Ghoſt doth ſo in- 
Fallibly dire chem? His anſwer will be, That Gods ordina- 
ry prouidence is ſuch,as that he ſtil aſſiſts chem with his ſpi- 
ric,when they for their parts, apply that diligence, which 
they ought,and not otherwaſey Luſk as hee makes not the 
ground 
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ground fruirful,but when the husbandman rils & ſowes his 
cornein it,& applies ſuch labour as the ſcyle requires, And 
hus much is cleare by this palſage:namely. Thatthe Apo- 
ſtles did apply all induſtry & the «pccit meanes,for the reſo- 
luing of the doubts propoled:tor it is ſad, T hat after a lon 
diſpurar16 Peter ſtood vp:;Wwhence a man may coclude;Thar 
the holy Ghoſt is no otherwiſe promiſed co a Councel,then 
conditionally zvz.when the Councell doth apply all che 
meanes and induſtry on their parts, for the finding our of 
the truch:& chatocherwife it may »e deſtitute of Gods Spirit 
namcly,when itdothnctapply the meanes Sothatalbeirwe © 
are not to examine the Decrees of that Councel, which hath 
vſed theſe meanes; yer may wee enquire wherher it hath ap- 
plied theſe meanes or no; for that wee cannor be otherwiſe 
alſured char Gods Spirit did afliſt it. The Hwgwenors | know 
well, will require anorher manner of cryall; not only of the 
courſe,in the proceedings, but of the Articles alſo cocluded 
ypon. But that the Hwgwenots may not hauca twerfold adui- 
tage againſt vs, weſhould doe well to ſhew them; firſt, That 
the Councel of Trent hath odſerucd thele lawfull courſes; & 
then ſhall we haue bur one _ ro doe; which is, to make 
oodthe Articles;which arc ſo 
would be wiſely done of vs,to _ ic off as long as wee can, 
And firſt to decide all other differences, | 
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That the Comncel of Trent bath nor as jet bin receined in France. 


ifhculc co be proued,thar ir 


JV cnasche KingsofFranceought 
Jco haueno one thing in greater 
mMrecommendartion,then ro bethe 
linherirors of the vertucs of their 
199 predecellors, fo ſhouldthey nor 
EC [likewiſe be more carcfull of any 4 

= |<hing,then to eſchew ſuch occa- Wb” 
d1/10ns as might foile cherepuraris | 
Jſof this vercue, and bewray them 
to haue cooled inthe zeale and. 
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piety of cheir Anceſtors: who ( asall kaow ) haue euer bin 
accounted the eldeſt ſonnes of the Church,& the maine vp- 
holders of the Sca Apoſtolique: and far thar one 1caton of 
this their zeale, hauer:cerucd more primuledges S& honours, 
then any other Prince of Chriftendome whatlocucr, Now 
then, ſecing that the Councell of Trent hath citablithed 1o 
many decrees,fo dire&tly oppoling the former priuiledges 
and honours; whar hath it done moreby ſodoing, then to 
proclaimetothe word, That the Kingsatthis day haue letle 
zeale then their Anceſtors had,and arethcreforc vaworchuc 
to enioy thoſe honors beſtowed vpon them. So that che rea- 
ſon why our later Kings haue reiected the {aid Councel, 
may be, for they could not well approue of that, withour re- 
prouing of chalclues; nor publiſh ir, without pronnung al- 
{o vnto the world, a ſhametull conſe{ſion of their owne de- 
mecrits.But tro come to the point; | purpoſe onely to buckle 
co the obietions of the Catholike Apology,which our Ad- 
uerſary off&sro confute; and choſe be three, 
x That the Kings of Fraxce hauc euer refuſed the Councel, 
2 That ithath called i-queſtion the precedency and prio- 
rity of place, which was due vnto our Kingsin al atlemblies, 
3 Thatthere be divers things decrecd in the ſaid Counccl 
flatly againftthe liberties of the French Church,and che Ma» 
icihtie of the King. 

As for the firſt point,namely,thar ic hath neuer beenere- 
cciued by our Kings : heanſwersto it in generall; That thu 
Obietlion touches not ſo much the Councell, as it reproacheth the 
Kings of France. For what elſe can thismeane ( ſa he) then to 
per/ſwade all men, that our Kings bawe beene Schiſmatickes, and 
diſobedient to the Pnixerſall Church ? I anſwer, that it 15 no 
newes to haucthe Kingsof France oppoſe them(clues againſt 
the Councels of the Church oft Rome : ſeeing thar ror the 

'Councel of Trent alone,harh beenerctuſed by King Henry 
che ſecond, and a!l his Sonnes who rejgned after hum; bur 
cxen the general Councel of Vienna alio,was neuer wholly 
recciued in Fraxce. And euen as King Henry theſecond, for- 


| bag his Biſhops to be preſentat the Councell of Trenr, o 


would 
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would not King Charles che feventh ſutfer his to be preſent af 
that of Bafi/: and yet was not hee any whit the riiore a Schif- 
matike ( as our Aducrlary conchudes) nor diſobedient tothe 
Church vniuerſall. But let vs ſee now, how he demonitrares 
the Councellof Trent, to haue beene recciued' by our Kings: 
There be certaine Letters ( (aich hc) of Charles the muth yer to be}, Ronſon 
ſeene, in whuch he hoxourcth and remerencerh that Countell : and ; 
inthe very fame Page, co an{wer that obiettion of K. Henry 

rhe ſecond forbidding his Biſhops to repaire vnto chat Coun- 
| cell, he hauingnothingelle.to ſayzthen That 7t is Wot ſo neteſſir- 

rie ro looks fo narrowly inro what King Henry dM at rh6 begin-" 

ning 3 for,' that the admitting or receming of a Comncell, onoht not- 

to be taken from the beginning bat from the ending of it, ; whews 

ding co which rule 1 atfo anſwer, Thas the Letters ſent by 

Cbarles the ninth;; before zhe Coungccll broke vp, doe not 

prouc his approbacion-ofche Councell, before he rifaſed ro 

receiuc it, when it was fully. ended.For ifthe reiedting of it by 

King Hen»y the fecond before the end of it, does not proue 

charhe did finally reie& it 5no more doth that honour which 
Ehirlerche ninth did it, beforcie broke.vp, prove tharhe did 
recehugit,. . Godin tro EI. 

« 'Secbndly; The King (fairh he) Dewed the reafon why the 2, neafen. 
Biſhrpt of France came no ſooner to the Conneell ;:whictvis one of 

the moſt pleaſant Argumentsthar yer I euer heard. For if this 

be a ſufficient reaſon to proue that che King did receiue the 
Councell, becatiſc hee gaue-areafon for the abſence ofhis Bi- 

ſhops z then hauethe Proteſtant Princes of Germany alf6re- 

ceiued it, becaule they publiſhr a whole Booke of the reaſons. 

thar moued them ro abtent thegaſelues from thence, = 

Thirdly, 7he King (ayes he) /ent bis Orator and Ambaſſa- 3. Reaſon 

dor the Steur de Lanſack, Knight of his owne Order, thither 5 : 
who in his\ Maieſtier name was at the Conneell;, with wbow he toy- 

ned in Commiſſion Reginald Ferrier, P refident of the Parliament, | be 
and Guy de Faur, Fudge Maour of Thulouſe. A fooy peoore, | 8 
The 2 approucd of the-Councell, . becauſe he: ſent his 8 
Ambatizdor Norhir: . As:houghthe ElgQors of Germany of | 
the confeſſion of Aaibroghy {encnoc theas: Ambaiſadors - | 
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ther alfo Where then lies theforce of his Argument, is ic in, 
this, that Afonſrexr de Lanſeacke was'a Knight of the Order ? or 
in this, That he was accompanied by Mon{ienr dw Ferrier and 
de Ptbrac ? Forno other ionſe cat | collect our. of his words, 
nor any other prootefForthe recerting ofthe Councell;nor is. 


| thereindecd any other. For the King ſentnot his Ambatladors 


to the Councell ro confirme it, but co admonilh ic,to reforme 
the abules of the Church ; giuing expretle charge vato his 
AmbalJadors, that they ſhould ſollicite che Fachers,nor co de- 
creeany thing againit the Hugnenors, wnill they. themlclues, 
had firit of all retormed tlic atufts iri che Eccletiattical Polity; 
And in caſe that this were nor done, then. that they ſhould 
proteſt againſt the ſaid Councel] :-all which appearcs in the 
Letters which che; King himſe)te ſent. vnto CMonſienr dx 
Ferricy.Seehercthed' the briefe- of the-Kings Commitlion, 
and of Monſieur du Fertier.and de Pibracgvar Orations inthe 
Councell, T hey both,and orſienr ds Ferrier eſpecially,often 
in the Kings name requiringthereformarion of the abuſcs of 
the Church. Which cndaigons for that the Councell did re- 
iect, hey according:to*their Kings 'conmand, ,reieted the 


« , Councecll,&rctuſcd ro ſublcribeto it ; nor did che Kiigaftiers 


"wards xeccine itzor che Courc'f Pailament:earr pullyſkac ; 
The Maſſacre nonot after that Saint Bartholomews day when. thetime ſeemed 
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moſt1 nporrunc to fauour any thing,that might be preiudici- 
aro hg Heguener. : | ig 5a 
But ar, lgalt che Biſhops haut approncd ir: For whenche Dev 
crees of it were openly read in the laſt $ eſlon,the B1/hops wer pres 
ſent, and gaxe ther wvoyces and ſuffrager. 

- 1 anſwer: firſt, thar ſo farrewas che conſent of the Biſhops 
froih confrmipg of the Councell,/thatquite contrary it dul- 
couers,theyaiult proceedingy'of ic. For thoſe Bilhops thax 
gauetheir yoyces to It m che{aſt Seſtion, gzue their, ſentence 
deliberariue vpon the points which had beenecreatcd vpon in 
the former Seſſions, vnder Pann the third, and [ul the 
third, before tharthe 1a1d Biſhops came to the Councell za 
ching.canwary to all Crull Law;,comuiticitfeſfe, and cothe 
cuſtomes of alt the Parliamenes, lngh-Courts of Jylbce, 39g 
| Fi 
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other Tudiciarics, which oucot the perſons of many Tudges, 
are made one body..:In all which, thoſgrchat haue nor beene 
there all che time, are notſuttcred ro deliver their opinions;* 
Secondly, it doth not hereupon follow, that the Biſhops 
haue approucd of this Counccll, becauſethey gauecheir con- 
ſenes to the Articles of it « Fox, there is, a great dealc of diffe- 
rence betwixt thoſe. that agree m opinion with the Decrees of 
a Councell, andthoſechar vphold an opinion, onely þccauſe 
the Councell hath decreed us. For our Aduerfary agrees in 
opinion withthe Deuill, in chat it is written how God gaue 
his Angels charge ouer pur Lord leſus Chriſt, ycthe doth nor 
I thinke, belecuc it neuer.ghe more for that the Deuill faid.ir.. 
Furchermore,at whattime as they gauetheir conſentro the 
Arcicles aforcſaid, the Councell was not confirmed by the 
Pope.Now it is our Aduerſaries owne Tenct, That a Conncell 
4s vode, if not confirmed by the Pope z And this gne reaſon he 
makes to ſerue h15 ownecurne againſt the, Councell of Ba/i. 
It is ( faith he ) a Rule moi? generally knowne, that Conntels are 
208 to be receined without the anthoritie of the Pope, Where - 
upon it followes, That thoſe who gaue their conſentsts the 
ſaid Articles, did atthe very ſame time. when they gaue their 
conſents, hold che {aid Councell ro. be as yet pp. Councell, 
So thata man'cannot hereby.prouc, that they did receiuethe 
Councell, becauſe they gaue their voyces to the Arricles. 


To the ſecond Obieion, which touches vpon the' prece= 2.0biett, 


dencie of the moſt Chriſtian King, he anſwers thus in briefe: 
That the 'Conncell was ſofarre from offering to drmini/h the Kings 
eAnthoritie, that to the contrarie, the Kings Anbaſſaders by the 
vnanimons conſent of all, were ſeated :namediattly next after the 
Emperonrs ; but the Spaniſh Ambaſſader, ont of his ranke, in ano- 
ther place: to the end, that if it Jo fell out, that any man were 
ſet ont of his place, yet ſhould ut mit be preindiciall ymto him.” Hee 
ſhould nor haue anſwered, That the Councell ſeated the Kings 
Ambaſſador next wnto the Emperonr, but onely that the Coun- 
cell did not puthim out of his rightplace.For in the 22. Seſ-. 
lion, Monſieur an Ferrier,and de Pibrac,being ſuſpitious of the | 
affection of the Councell, went in betzmesto gake; vp their 
Þ H.2 : . =. 
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places,inſomuch chat the Count de Lana Ambaſlador for the 
King of Spaine, made publikeptoreſtation before the Farhers, 
how char-his place was taken vp: Whereupon ſouſrenr de P4- 
brac tequires that the ſaid proteſtation of his might nor bee 
xemdiciall ro his Kings Prerogatiue, whoſe Amballadors 
Fad euer had the firlt place, next ro che Empcetors, as they 
had arche Counicels of Conffance:and Lareran ; Bur for all 
this, the Councell would not vmpire the buſjaciſe, And 
though they cooke nor the place away from che Kings Am- 
balfadors , yer our Aduertary confellerh, that they would 
nor. pronounce tharthis place did belong varo them. For 
ficlt tie faith, That rhe *Spanyſh' Ambaſſadar was ſet owt of his 
place. Secondly, That if any man were by chance ſet ont of his 
rank, yet would not the Councell haue t to be pretwaiciall vnto bum. 
Which is nothing elfe then to declare, That that place,which 
they permirted the' Kings Ariiballadors to +keepe for che 
time, for auoiding of conrerition (aud for thar they had be- 
times alreadieraken it vp' much againſtche wills of the Fa- 
thers) ſhould nor be preiudiciall vnro thatright, which they 
thought to be duevntothe King of Spaine, 
Secongly, pur caferhe Councdll ro haue becne'ſo cucnly 
affetted Shenould maker) yerdid they wrong ( ſay I ) 
neucrthieteffe;in forbearing/to be vmpiresopenly in the Kings 
cauſe ;'Forthere isno man, thatcan deny a thing woſt appa- 
rant, at the firſt daſh, þuche wuſt gainevpon ic, by little and 
licde: So chatthe fitit degree to ir, 15to call aching into que- 
ſion : nor does any man wilfully calla thing-inco queſuon, 
vnlelfe he purpoſes zbſolurely ro deny it afterwards. So thar 
rs eaſily Src , that the Councell arthis rune bringing 
the Kings precedencie into. queſtion, and making the King 
of Spaine equall with him, had a plocin.it, at chencxr Coun- 
cell.co giue him the' place aboue the King of France, 

my Lat y, admit the Councelits hauec had no ſuch plor vpon 


him,buronely to carty an even regardro both, yerthe wrong 
remaines neuerthelet{e, ir being no letle iniurioustro make an 
inferior equall ro his juperior, chenco make an cquall ſupe- 
rioxeo biSequatl ff 9 2. hog 
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There remaines now ( ſaith our Aducrſary) rhe /aft Obieftion 
onely, viz. That the Comncellof Trem bath decreed dinees things 
againſt the Realme of France ; which us the reaſon that it is not 
receined there. But this Obieflion ( ſaith he ) ſernes little to the 
purpoſe: For the queſtion 11 not onely about Eccleſtaſfficall Inri/- 
diftion, but about Faith and Religion. Wherefore  alchowgh that 
the Decrees of the Councell for Reformation be not receined is 
Fraxce, yet the Deerees which treat about Faith, are. 

Our Aduerſary cannot deny,but thatthe Conncell of Trewe 
hath decreed ſome things againſt the French libertiez onely 
he anſwers, that all chis hinJers not the receiuing of cheother 
Articles which meerely concerne Faith, His owne words arc, 
This obieflion ſermes to little purpoſe, for that the queſtion ts nox © 
onely about Eccleſiaſtical Inri/ditlion , but about Faith, and 
Religion, And I ſay againe, chat this anſwer of his ſerues as << 
licele co the purpoſe z tor that wetreat norof things that con- 
cerne either Retormartion,or Fatth,but of the anthoriry onely 
by which thoſe Decrees were enacted, T hat isto ſay, whether 
che Iudgement of the Councellof Trexr, be in France receiued 
for a ſentence not lyable ro be appealed from? and whether 
they here belecue thoſe Arrictes wherein they agrcewith the 
Councel implicircly,forthatrheCouncel hath decreed them. 

For how ſhall it be proued, that a man who belecues a 
thing which another hath reported, did belecue « the 
reporters credit, ynkeTe he be coufident wichall, that hewho 
reported this would not report an vacruch, and char kedurſt 
ruſt him in any ding. But France now'doth not belccuethe 
Councell of Trent in all things: for our Aduerfary himſclte 
confelleth, thar it refuſedthe Decrees of the Councell which 
couched _ Reformation, Whereu rn 
Frence doth agree m opmion withche Councellin 'whar rt 
creed concerning matters of Faich, yerdothvirnor hold this o- 
pinion for any regardtorhe Councelsauthoricy,bur for ſome 
other reſpe&t ; dl{e might he conclude as well, Thar the Hw- 
gueners doe receiuethefaid Councel,forthat they belecuc di- 
ner Artictes ef it; which are againſt the Anabraprifts, andoather 
Hererikes of bur tine; For cuen as they refuſe rhe auchoriry be 
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the ſaid Conncel), in that very ſame part whereof they re- 
ceiuethe Arcicles:lo may weas well retuſe the whole Coun- 
cell, and yer recciuc all che Articles; there being the fame re- 
ſpect fromthe Articles of one part, to the authoritie of the 
tame part, as from the Articles of the whole, to the authorj- 
ticofthe whole. But let vs now marke how hee concludes, 
that this Councell is receiued in France. Onur aduerſaries owne 
ſelfe confeſſeth ( ſaith he) That this ( owncell is receined by the 
Biſhops. But-what man can perſwade bimſelfe, that the Biſhops 
hane another faith and religion from that profeſſed by the Kmng,and 
all the (atholike people 8 For, how may the King be fiyled, The 
moſt C hriſtian, if he were of a faith frngular from the Biſhops ? 
And how ſhould the people be called,The Lords flicke, vnleſſethey 
acknowledge ſome Paſtors. 

Sce then, this in briete is his Argument: The Biſhops haue 
receiued the Counccll: The King andthe people have belee- 
vedthe Biſhops: Ergo, The Comncell bath beene receined by the 
King, the Biſhops, the Clergie, and likewiſe of all the people of 
France. I hauc ſhewne alreadie how he hath not madeit good 
as yet, thatthe Biſhops which then were,haucreceiucd it: and. 
for the Biſhops arid Clexgie at this day, chough giuers of 
them for the aduancement of the holy Zeague, haue endc- 
uoured to cauſe the ſaid Councellto be recciued, yer might 
the King and the people refuſe it notwithſtanding, and yer 
not ceaje for all that, to be of. the ſame faith with them, in 
fo much as the approbation of that Councell is not an Article 
of faith : for the Councell of Epheſus hath expreſly prohibited 
vs the addition of any other Arcicle of faith vnto thoſe which 
were then receiued: in which number the recemuing of the 
Tridentine Councell is not, Rut ſuppeling that they were not 
efche ſame Faith, whar danger could come of it? The King 
( faith he )/bouldnet then. be moſt { hriftian, nor the people Chrift 
bis flocke, Firſt, asfor the Kim, foras much as this reaſon is 
drawnefrom his Title, 1 ſav, that if the King were the grea- 
teſt Heretike in the world, yet would he not be deprived of 
his: Title. Henry the eight, King of Eng/and, reecrucd the 
Tutle of Defender of the Faith from Pope Leo the tenth, tor 


writwg 
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writing againſt Lachey, ' King Edward the (ixt, and the laſt 
Queene of fanious memoty, andthe now raigning K 1 NG, 
who haue changed the Religion, for defending of which, 
King Henry receiued this Title, doe ſtill keepe the {ame Stile: 

* And by very goodright too;for Titles,though perlonall,and 
roperonly tothe firit of the Racethar receiue = ( as Ca+ 
theltke to Ferdinand Kitig of Arragon z Defeniler of the Faith, 
to Henry the cight King of Eng/ana)yet doe they deſcend vn- 
to their ſuccetlors, as ornaments onely annexed to their State. 
So thatit 15 not Phs/ipof Aaſtrie, who 45 Catholike in that 
ſenſe,burthe King ot Spaine. For it we conſider of Kings one- 
ly in point of Rehgion, che King of Fraxce way be as gooda 
Catholike as che King of Spainez and the King of Spare as 
good a Chriſtian as the King of France z and yer the Title of 
Chriſtian belongs onely vnco the one, and the Titleof Catho- 
hero theother. -- | 
'Buraboueall is this reaſon ill applicd againſt the King of 
Fraxce, for that Chriſtian is not a title co diſtinguiſh one Chr 
ſtan from another, burro diſtinguiſh chem all trom Pagans 
and im chisfenſeir3s giuen to the King: of Fraxcezas to the firt 
Kitts of Exrope;char-aboliſhed Paganzime, and who fall had 
dicmoft warres ef all wich the Sarzzens,cacmies of the name 
of Chriſt; Truc'iit is, that this ticle mighc encline him the 
more to embrace char doctrine which is beſt, but for thar it 
hath not been&hicherco agreed vpon which. of the two is the 
beſt wee'muſ not proue one-doubt by.another. For the 
Haghenote 'miay as'welt conuert this.rea{0n,, to perſwade the 
King't6 reformethe Church, as the Carholikes vic. it, to in- 
cline him to maineaine rhe Romiſh Religion ; howbeic there 
is not any thing thacthe King can doe, more worthue of this 

Tire ofhis; then ro:doe both; that is to ſay, co-maintaine the 

RbmaneThurch;/and to reforme ir, Neither is there any con- 

<2di&on'in thete rwo; ſeeing there is:no- betrer meanes to 

make the [ron cadure long, then coſcower away theruſt,nor 
t0 maincaine che Church.of Rome, then to reformie the abu- 
ſes of ir, Neverchelctie; £0.citabliſh fuch acqurſc, thac.any of 
thtlr6n be notfcriped away, in Rugd, of the ruſty an as 
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ſee that it be bright ſcowred z there is no ſafer meancythen to 
doe quite contrary to that which our Aducriary aduiſcth,v:z. 
To lettheir Councell of Tree (lecpe,& to call another where- 
in both parts may hane indifferent hearing:by which meanes, 
if fo be rhat there beany corruprioninthe Church of Rome, 
it may be {bene intoand purged. Andifchere:þbe any crrorin 
the Do&trine of the Hagzenors z they may be cuicted and in- 
ſtructed in a better Faith. Andthis werexthe way to reunite vs 
all in onefaith ; andrhis would be an aft indeed well worthy 
a moſt Chriſtian King. TE RT 

3. Bur defcend wee now to the people : How ſpould they 
(faith he) be the ſheepe of (hriſts fleckegif/a be they acknowleage 
not any Paſtour ?] aniwer ; That they way well enough ac- 
knowledge their Paſtors, though they beleeue not wt as the 
Paſtors ot their Country doe. For tha: no man is obliged to 
build his faith, bur vpon an infallible foundation; and it is 
confelled by the Catholikes themſelues, that all the Biſhops 
in a whole Countrey may erre m point of faich, So that the 
people are not alwayes obliged, to.ground their fauh vpon 
thar oftherr Biſhops, and conſequently may bee of ———_ 
faich, and yet be the flocke;of /e/xs (ret: Ag-an vary truth, 
our Saviour does not call them his -Sheepe which heard the. 
—_— but choſe that heare hi voyce: which is, the Word 

God 


Let vs now looke ypon his Concluſion: Ad/o( faith he ) 
w the Councell honoured of the King, the Biſbops, the { lergic, 
and lktwiſc of all rhe people of France, Admis it were 10. 5 yet 
for all this does itnor follow, that ir:13 received in France, vn- 
leffe he can ſhew withall, thac alV the Efates doe recciue it : 
thar is, The Church, che Nobilwie, and! che; People: Bur he 
makes no menton\of the Nobihitie,bur-ancly of tha Church, 
and the third Eftare, ſo thar x the molt; it 15 recemrd, bus of 
two of therthree Eſtates: which may becbe cauſe that our Ad- 
nerfary, to keepe vp the number diuidrs the Church into two 

Ayr ys wr yn The Conneell ( ſaith hee) 
receiget of the Bifops, the ( leargie, and fwwiſe of all: the people of 
Franct. Which ts know dation of. che hn Neuca, as I 
periwade 
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{wade my ſelfe,heard of before, Iudge then what iuſt oC* 
caſon the Nobility of France now haueto reie&t this 'Coun*® 
cell, when as thoſe who would haue the Councell recciued, 
doercict che Nobilice, 


Car. 6, 
That the Huguenets may very rightly bee accounted members of 
the Catholike, Aprftolihe,aud Remane Church. 


$5Z3 His Chapter, at the firſt bluſh ſeemes ts 
1 > S546 1 rear of the ſame Argument chart the* firſt 
w. FS doth :for hauingthere prouedit , Thatthe 
=! 15 © Huguenots are of theſame Religion with 
IS829 [IS vs Catholkes, it may follow alſo, that they 
PR. bccof the ſamc Church too: And yer to 
— my chinking, thele two Chapters may 
very well be parted: not ſo much in regard of the difference 
of the nature of the ſubicR zas of the humore of the perſons, 
For commonly when a Huguenot would draw a {atholike to 
his opinion, he begins euermore with che particular Contro- 
uerlics,and {o vpon the purity of his doftiine he infers the vee 
rity of Is Church. . 

A Catholthe, onthe other (ide,when he would winne a H#- 
g#enet , begins (till with the Church; and fo by the verity of 
the Church concludes the purity of his Do&rine: and com- 
monly, when cither of them gersthe other our of this trate, 
they are to ſecke, Which 1s one of the reaſons that they can- 
not facisfie che aduerſe party. For hee that would perſwade 
anocher, muſt not beginne with that principle which to him 
ſeemes beſt ( thoughindeede it beſo ) but with that which 
ſeemes beſt in his opinion whom hee deſires ro perſwade, 
otherwiſe he ſhall bur loſe his labour, 

For, when a Hwgenot ſhall haue vrgeda thouſand pale 
ges of holy Scripture toproue thetruch of his owne particu- 
lar aſſertion, hee ſhall not be a whit the nearer: and why? 
For that a Cathobbke will ſay inſtantly with himſelfe z Whar 


though I cannot anſwer bw, yer another may;andif ] am to 
I belecue 


Lo 
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belecue nothing which I am notable to maintaine by diſpu- 
 cacion, then ſhould I not beleeue the proceeding of the Hely 
Ghoſt : the union of bath Natwres ## Ieſms (hiſt : rbe Myſteries 
of the boly Trinity : all which I haue beleeucd, withour being 
ableco maincainethem, or ſo much as vnderſtand them, And 
cuen ſo, the authority of the ſame Church which makes mc 
belecuerheſe Myſteries withour being able to maintainechem 
makes me alſo to belecuethe holy ſacramentof the Alcar,Pur- 
gatory,&c.without being able ro maintainc them. So thar if a 
Hugnenet procced no further, ard donor ſhew arcalon how a 
man may beallured of cheſe myſteries withour the Churches 
auchority; or elſe ( which 1 hold more reaſonable) why wee 
ought wholly to relye vpon. the authority of che Church in 
one point , and notin another ; hee ſhall neuer {ay oughtto 
the purpoſe.Nor can the Catho/ikes haue any __ tuccelle 
in their perſwaliues: for when they talke to the Hugwenors 
of the Church,how che Church ſayes this, and che Church 
fayes chat, and the Church cannot erre: they who arenot 
brought yp to ſuch kinde of phrates ; and who found their 
faich ypon this perſwalion. That the Scripture 35 cleare on their 
fides,What care we ( will they ſay ) wharche Church faith, 
fo long as wee agree in opinion with the word of G OD. So 
that2 Catholike ſhall neuerbeable ro perſwade rhem to any 
rhing, if hee beginne not attheir foundation z and proue,that 
the Scripture makes not ſo clcarely for them as chey imagine 
it does : and then when they once pereeiue, that they cannor 
confute the (atholikes by Scripture,they will be compelled 
ro confeile; Thata man can haue no allurance of his faith 
without ſubmitting his owae iudgemencto the mdgement of 
the Church: which ( as we ſay) according to Chriſts owne 
promiſe, is infalliby accompanied with the holy Spirit, For 
mine owne part, although it bee not my intention to intice 
any man, citherto the one Religion orthe orher,burto qua- 
life onely the paſſions of men,yerfor feare that I ſhould com- 
mit che ſameerror in this Treatiſe of Pacificationz which they 
often dot in this courſe of their perſwaſiues, I though: good 
to ſubjoyne this Chapter alſozro che end that my real; oy 
might 
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might be drawne from the principles of both Religions. And 
thus hauing proued in the firſt Chapter, by examination of 
the particular queſtions, according to the Hugaencts method, 
that they bee no Herettkes, I was allo deſirous to adde this 
Chapter, that according to the Catholiker manner of procce- 
ding ( charis as much to ſay,as according to the Nature of the 
Church) I mightalto prouethem ( che Hwgneners) to beno 
Heretukes.For it were but Jabonr loſt;to lay of our Ca- 
tholtkes, that the Hugwenots hold many of the fundamentall 

oints of faith as well as we,[eeing they take not che ſcancling 
of an Hererike by his opinions,bur onely by his marke, Thas 
hee is out of the Church, vnderftanding thereby no other 
Church, then thatwhich wee call {atholike, Apeſtolike, and 
Roemane,excluding all thoſe out oft the Church, ro whom 
rheſe three titles may nor be giuen,what opinion ſocuer th 
be of, For which reaton I rc{olnedto proue, that theſe three 
wtles doebelong vntothe Hagnenors, 


And firſt couchmg the title of Catholiker: the Church is Catholike, 


called Catholikg in three reſpetts. 1.4nregard of  ſelfe, 2.1nre- 
gard of the Tewes.z. In regard of Hererikes. 
Now the Church is called Cathokke in regard of it ſelfe, 


becauſe in the yniuerſalicie thereof jt comprehends all times, © 


I 
How the 
hurchiscal. 


and allplaces, viz. the whole number of the Ele, as well led Catholike 


thoſe w 


have beene ſince the beginning of the world, and in reipe of 


are now departedand triumphant im heauen, enioying cuer-i {clte. 


laſting blitle; aschoſethar are ordained tothe like bletiednalle 
whether now aliue, or tobe burne hereafter, Which defin>- 
tion is founded vpon the Scriptures ; for $.Pawls words arcy 


The { hurch of the firſt-borne which are written in heancn : and Heb.12.23, 


who are written in heauen butthe Ele ?from whom the re- 


probates are inthis ſpecialty diſtinguiſhed, 7hat their names Reu-13.18 


are not written in the booke of the Lambe, The Church then 
conſiſts of the Eletion,who are not reſtrained to any place or 
time, For, leſws (briſt hath redeemed with his blood ( (auth Saint 


Tobn) Ont of enery kinred, and tongue, and people, and nation.Reu«g5.9, 
Wich which definition the Fathers ioyntly conſent; Al Auguſtede Can 


they ( faith Saint Auguſtine) which are holy and ſanitified 
{ 2 | 
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which are, hane beene, and ſhall bee, ave Citiz.ensof the beanenly 
lernſalem : And S. Gregory the Pope ( that my proote way be 
the more authenticall ) faith, Thar all the Elctt are embraced in 
the boſom of the Church, and all the Keprobates are without. And 
yet was poore /ohn Hus burnt for an heretike; for athrmin g 
the very lame, 

O wicked Cathokbes, that have made a man to bee burnt 
for an Hercrtike, tor afhrn1og'no more,then what a Saint had 
done,and { which is more) chen a Pope had ſaid before him, 
So then in this figmification, neither the Church of Rome 
nor that which themſeJues call che Reformed Church,can pro- 
perly be callcd the Carholike Church, bur onely parcs of it. 
Nay,we cannottruly affirme, that they be part of the Carho- 
hike Church; butthat God hach both in the Romere Church 
and in the Reformed, ſome that be members of the Carholike 
Church, Which is as much to ſay, as that dmers ſhall be ſa- 
uedin both Churches, Like as there were many amongſt the 
lewes, at the comming of leſus Chriſt; and at this day be in 
the Greeke Church, andin Preſter ſohns Countrey, which 
docembraccthe Chriſtian Faith, without acknowledging the 

Pope. Sothatif weappropriarethe title of Carhokke ro the 
Remane Church,onely taking it in this ſignificationz it muſt 
needs follow, thac either all the Carhelikes are cleed (though 
the Carholtkgs themfclues write that divers Popes haue beene 
damned ) or clic, that no Ilew was cuer ſaucd before Chriſts 
comming,and that God hath not had his Church at all times 
or tharno Greckenor African czn beſaued in our time; and 
then God ſhould not hane his Church 1n all places. Againe, 
if we attribute not thistitle of Catholthe onely to the Church 
of Remge,] can ſee noreaſon why the Reformed Church ſhould 
be moreexcludedthen theveſt. To-be briefe,when we palle 
our cenfurevpon any man, whether kee be of the {atholike 
Church,or nor; we mit ſpeake either according to Faith, or 
according to Charny. If according to Faith, wee cannor ſay, 


- thatfuchorfucha man isa Catholke , becauſe ir 12 God that 
9: knoweth who axe his,{aich'S. Pas! :Bur if we palſc our judge- 
© menraccdrding to charity,this will haue ys. cſteeme all choſe 


ro 
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t0 bee the true Catholke Church, which beecf chevyiſible; 
of which I will next fpeake, and ſhew how it:may bee termed 
Catholike. | | 
2 TheChurch,as I haue proued already, comprehends H - 
all che Ele&,choie as well chat ove already in heauen, as thoſe mane of = 
char are yer on earth,and remame mingled among the wic-led Chatho- 
ked; which Jatt though gercrally more 10 number, yet thelike,in reipe& 
Ele&t veare the nawe ot the berter part, Sorthar both good®! theTewes, 
and bad,wlnch make an oucward protciſion of che true taith, 
are repurtd members of the true Church, According to the 
Parable of che ner, which held the bad fiſhes as well as x 4 200d, Mat, 23, 
This Church was teparated from therett of the Genules, 
with apartition wall ( as it were) and beforethe comming of 
Chriit pend vp in one country, and reſtrained cothe Fanuly 
of Iſracl : Bur tince Chrifts comming, 7 hss partition wall 18 (as 
$.Paul laith) broken downez ſothat neuther Jew nor Greeks are FPh*(.2-14. 
exclucded, And by reaſcn of this difference, thar the Iewes in 
thoſe dayes had onely this priuiledge,and that now no one 
particular countrie hath it more then another, the Church is 
called (atholike: that isto ſay, Spread allcheworld ouer. And 
forthar ſhee is ſo vniuerſall, ſhee is diuided into particular 
Churches: As in Saint Paw/s time, into the Church of Ephe- 
ſus, bf Rome, of Galatia,ofCorinth, &c. and no one of theſe 
Churches hauing any priuiledge more then *another, they 
were all together called The Chwrch Catholike: nor that it 1s 
alwayes eucry-where, but for that no country1s excluded, 
and no place priuiledged. Sothen, no place being excluded 
there-may be other Churches beſides that of Romez and: no 
place being priuiledged,euen Rome it ſelfe may be cut off 
from the Church. 
3 Thirdly,the Church is called {atbolike, in reſpe& of 
the Donariſts, who denied the Church to bce ditperſed:all 3 
ouer the world; bur held itto be coopt vp in Aﬀrica: where* ©1ch is cal. 
vypon itcameto palle, that thoſe Churches which held the led Catholike 
contrary, were called the Catholike Churches, Eucn as at inregrd of 
th:5day, theſe Churches that hold, the Church to hauenecg f-rctikes, 
OL IELUIMAtION, are called The Reformed Churches; Which is 
L 3 the 
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the reaſon why the more ancient Fathers neuer vſed this 
rerme Cathohtke, to diſtinguiſh the pure Churches from che 
hereticall z but called them Orthodexall, Bur in procelle of 
time, by reaſon thatche Orthodoxe Churches held, that the 
Church was Catholike or Vnmerſall; theſe ewo words Ca- 
tholtkg and Qrthodoxall, weretaken in one and theſame ſigni- 
fication : ſo thatar laſt, chis title of Cacholike, was not onely 
giuento the Church, to diſtinguiſhthe Orthodox from the 
Donatiſts,butalſo from all othex Heretikes, For « Catholike 
in properſpeech is nor oppolit to all ſorts of Heretikes, but 
to the [ewes onely and the Donartiits, But for as much as 
cuſtome is the maſter of words(as we ſee in this word Tyrant 
aaciently taken in good partfora King, and now onely for a 
bad King)this word Cathelike is taken contrary to his nature, 
in chelignification of a pure Church; in ſuch a ſenſe as that 
a particular Church may be called a Cathobke Church,and 
more or lefſe Catholike, proportionably as it is more or lellc 
pure. So thatthe queſtion berweene che Catholikes and the 
Hugnuences, lies not in this point,uv#zz. Which of the Chur- 
ches is the Church Cathohike; but whether of them is motk 
Catholike, and which moſt corrupted: torin ſome degree 
both of them may be Catholike, 1olong as they hold che 
ſubftanceef faith, ( as I ſhewedinthe firft Chaper )and both 
of them in ſomeſort may be corrupt: it being aching moſt 
certaine, That euery viſible Church may haue errors, more 
or leile. The Church ( ſaith Saint Bernard) as long as ſrc is in 
the tabernacle of this body hath not attained wnto the perfeftion 
of ae oY is not therefore abſolutely faire: For itisthe priui- 
ledge of the Church Triumphane onely to be fairc,and as S. 
P au! ſaith, withant ſpot er wrinckle. Trucit 13indeed that the 
Church is ſometime called faire,butthis is euer comparaciue- 
ly : wherefore the Bridegroome in the (articles faith of this 
Spouſe (which is the Church) that ſhee is the faireſt of wo- 
men: thats, »ot ſimply faire ( ſaith S, Bernard) but the faireſt 
among women. And for that ſelfe ſame reaſon, ſhe in one and 
che ſame verſe ſtyled boch blacke and faire, '[ aw blacke ( ſaith 
theSpoulſe) but { am comety. : 
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I am not ignorant how that the Ancients alſo did vſe this 
word Catholike, for a diftin&tion from an Herenke,in ano- 
ther ſignificarionz which in crutch was according to the pro- 
per interpretation of the word, taking Cathelikg or Vninerſall, 
tor a marke of the crue Church. For which rcaſon in the 
auncientChurch, when asthe whole vilible Church yerro 
tained thefaith receiued from the Apoſtles, and that ſome 
part of it became corrupted ; for the exact diſcerning vnto 


whether (ide we ought ro Jeane, Yincentins Lyrinenſss gaue VincenteLyr, 
this Rule : What elſe ſhould we doe ( laith hc) but prefer the /afe- Laduer/har. 


tie of the body, before arotten member ? And therefore, for that 
the body ofche Church was atrhar ime ſound,allche Church 
was called Catho/ike, for fo much this word Body, as well as 
that word Catholke, implies an vnuecrſalicy; ſo thar the di- 
ſtinion of Cathobke and Heretite ſerucs bur to diſtinguiſh 
the ſound body, from a corrupted member, Butſo ſoone as 
che body it ſelfe became corrupted, then this rule and diſtin- 
Qionfailed. For which reaſon Yincentins makes a difference 
berweene a Carholike in plice, and a Cacholike in time. And 
cucr when a Caholike in place 1s nor a ſure warke, hee hath 


recourſe vnto a Catholike in time.But ( ſaith he) of any new Eodem. libgadu 
infetftion goes onnot only to corrupt a part,but the whole Church, hare, 


then muſt we cleaxe to antiquity. So chatthe difference between 
the Catholikes andthe Hwgwenors, lying in this point, Whe- 
thes the body of the Church be corrupted -orno ? wee muſt 
not ſpeake ofthe Church which is Cathohike according to 
place , but according rotime. And that Church is ( atholke 
(faith Vincentins ) which holds that Religion which hath beene 
exer hitherto embraced. Andto diſcerne which Religion hath 
beene alwayes embraced, when asthe body of the Church, 
orthe viſible Church ( as ſaith the ſame Fincentias ) is corrup- 
ted; we muſt till haue recourſe vnto Antiquitie,and ſay with 


Tertullian, Iiud verum, quod primum: That is trucft which ** TertwL.lib,de 
is ancienteſt, So a5 that is the Cathabike Church,which agrees * © Cy Aa 


mn faith with the more Primitine Church. So that if wee 
would diſcutſe ic, whether the Catholikes or the Hwuguenors 
be moſt properly the right Catholikesz wee muſt _ 


: 2 
Apoſtolike. 
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firſt, whether ofchem beſt holds of the faith of the Apoſtles : 
and next, of that of theancient Doctors and Councels of the 
Church, 

As for theticle Apoſtolake. The Church may becalled Aps- 
ſoltke,as well in regard ot che Writzngs as of the Preachigs of 
the Apoſtles. As for their Writings, thoſe Churches which 
embrace the doctrinedelmercd in them,are intituled Apoſts- 
like ;yea,and more or Icfler Apoſtolize, as they doe more or 
lelſeagree, or diſagree, to or trom the aid: dottrine. $0 thar 
the word Apeſtoltke is all one with the word Orthodox, as 
with Cathe/.k.taken 1m che laſt (ignificacion, And ifthe church 
of the Hwgwenors may beentituled Catho/ike or Orthodox,they 
may alſo by che {ame reaſon bee called , Apoſtolihe: nay aud 
more properly ? Apeſtolike then ( atholikg. Forthe viſible 
Church being ( as I haue ſhewed)nor abſolutely, bur compa- 
ratiuely, more or letſe Catholike or Apoſtolike;the Hugrenots, 
thoagh they may offend in default, and ſo be lefle Catholike 
rather; yetinthis,they offend rather inthe - excetle, and are 
Apoſtolke : as being ſo ftrift, that they will readily belceuc 
nothing, but what the Apoitles haue written, 

Secondly, thoſe Charches were called Apoſtolike, which 
wereinſtrued by the lmely voice of the Apoſtles, & where 
the Apoſtles haue had their ſeats, as Jeruſalem, Antioch, E- 


pheſus, Alexandria, &c,where the A poſtles,Peter,lJames,lohn, 


and Marke the Evangeliſt ſate;and are thercforcfrom all An- 
tiquity ſtiled Apoſtolicall Seas, as well as Rome, Howbeit that 
this fignificacion is rather an ornament,then a markeof a pure 
Church, For Antioch, Alexandria, and other Churches of 
Greece, wherethe Apoſtles preached, hauc either alcogether 
forſaken the name of Chriſt, or areatthe leait ( according to 
the Catholikes Tenct)quite cur off for Schitme and Herefic, 
from the Communion of the true Church:and France,Spain, 


Poland, Germany, England,and Denmarke, whete the Apo- 
\ ftles tieuer had any Brſhopricks, haucſichence becnethe true 


Churches. $o thatin this {ignification a Church may be pure 

and = tigt be Apoſtolrkez and a Churca which is Apoſtolike 

may dermnpure, - | ” F? 
wg The 
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* - Thelafttitle, though firſt ineftimation wich the Catholiques,is 3+ 
that of Remar;which I haue obſerued tohaue beene taken in three How the H i 
ſeuerall ſorts. Firſt,the Remsa» Church is only taken. for the Dio- _ my 
ceſle of Rewie, and was in the beginning, for the Citie of Rome the Roman 
alone. Asin S.Pawls time, who infcribed an Epiſile ſcuerally to Church. 
Kome alone,as he did likewiſe tothoſe Churches of Cormth, Epbe- 
ſ,Galatia,&c.For had the Church of Rowe beene cuery where at 
that time ſpread abroad, he had not needed to haue written to other 
Churches | wore becauſe that in writing to that of Remze, hehad 
then written to them all ; And yet would our peopte needs make 
vic of this Epiſtle,to proue by it, The Rowan church to be the catho- 
lique Church, becauſe that in it, $. Pax! ſaies, Tony faith is ſpread Rom. 1.8. 
abroad in all the world : as if S. Pan! had not ſaid the fame to the ; 
Churchof Treſſalonica, Your faith which you haue to God-ward is * Thel.1-8- 
ſpread abroad, | But had the Church of Rome beene (as they would 
haue it)eſteemed by S.Pas!l as all one with the Catholique ; with- 
out all doubt his Epittle to the Romans bad beene inticuled Catho- 
lique,as well as thoſe of S. John,S.Peter, S. Tamer, and [nde, which 
are therefore filed Catholique, for thar they were written to the 
Catholique Church. Now taking the Rowan Church in this figni- 
fcien | canfes that not the Haguenots Churches alone are ſepara- 
ted from the Rowmas Church; but all other catholique Churches be- 
fides : ſo that tothis day they in Frarce make a deſtinftion of fun- 
dry cuſtomes of the Rowar Church, and of the Church'Gallicane. 
Secondly,the Church of Rowe is taken for the Weſterne Church, 2: 
infomuch that the Reman, Latine,and Occidentall Church, doth ſig- 
nifie one and the ſame thing, to diſtinguiſh it from the Grecke and 
Eaſterne Church; iuſt as the Empire of the Eaſt, and the Empire of 
the Weſt, were called the Empires of Rome and of Conſtantimeple, 
becauſe that theſe two Ciries werethe chiefe ſeats of the Empire : 
| and ſo by reaſon of the dignitie of the Citic of Rowe,which was the 
| ſeat of r 4 Emperours that reigned in the Weſt, all this Welterne 
part, was called ths Reman Empire, and all the Wetfterne Church 
the Rowan Church': that is to ſay ; The Church coritained ynder 
the Reman Empire. So then, if we call it the Roman Church, for 
diftinguifhing it from the Greeke and Eaſterne Churches; then alſo 
may the Hugwenots Churches be members likewiſe of the Rowar: 
Church, for that they be zyefter»e, and not Greeks, nor -Eaſterne 
In K Chuxches, 
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Churches. Ifinreſpe& of the Roman Empire, (taking the Roman 
Empire largely, as 1t was ) they alſo be ynder the Empire, and by 
bo ynder the Church. But taking the Empire as it now 
ts, then maythe Churches of Geymanrie, ſome of which haue ſhak'r 

- off the Popes authority, be more. properly, ſtiled- members of the 
Romas Church, than Rome it ſelfe;; infomuch as Germazie and nox 
Rome, is at this day called the Roman'Empire, 

- Laftly, the Roxzan Church is ynderſtaod,for all tnoſe,that doe in 
Faith communicate with.the Chyrch of. Rome: thatis to ſay, thoſe 
that be of the Romiſh Region, I demand then theirmeaning, whe. 
ther they vnderſtand by the Rowiiſh Religion, thoſe points in which 
the Hwguznors doc agree with ys, or thoſe wherein they difagree 
from ys, or both the one and the other. 
 Ifthoſe points whereinthey agree with vs; then they are dire. 
ly of the Romaz faith. If for the points only wherein they diſſent, 
then are the belcefe in the Trinity, and allthe Articles of the: three 
Creeds, of the Apoliles, of Njce, and of Arhanaſins,w herein they: 
doe agree, no Articles of the Rom Religion. 

But if they take the RowanReligion, for alithe pointsof it toge= 
ther, both for thoſe wherein they doe agree, and all the other too; 
I demand once againe, whether ſo exact an agreement in all points, 
be required or not ? And if not; then {ceing thar.the points-where. 
upon the Haguenots be agreed with the (atholikgs, be for number 
more, and.for importance greater, than thoſe queſtons are, ypon 
which they diſagree; they may yer neuertheleſſe be reputed to be 
of the Roxzan Church and faith: foraſmuch as things for the molt 
parttaks their Denomination from the better part. Euen as we yſe 
to ſay ; thoſe people arc of aſanguine compleQion, in whom bloud 
is predominant, although their temper be of; other. þumours too, 
Burif we affirme, that no man can be of this Church, ynlefſe he 
belegues all, and the ſelfe-ſame, that the Church of Rome doth; 
then ſay I, that yhileſt we goc about to proue, that the FHmonenets 
be not of qur.Church, we (hall ſhew withall, that wee haue not 
any one man, who is abſolutely of the Ciurch : infomuch as that 
there is no one man learned or yulearned, that belecues: all; juſt-as 
the Churchdoth. ;. ii 

For it is the credit of our Doctors, to maintaine ſingular, opini. 
ens by themlelyes ; which may be the reaſon why Bellarmine, wy 

Wl ; greate 


Aduetfarie to the Hugwenots, accuſes all the Catholikes that 
cuer were before him, of Error, and thoſceſpecially, which haue 
written againſt the FHugwenots ; 23 Genebrard, Pighins, Eckins, Has 
fur, Cans,' Caictane, Scotys, Durand, S. Bonaventure, $.Thomas, 
$. Damaſcene : (for he ſpares'not the Saints neither)the like covrte. 
fie alſo ſhewes he to the Ancient Fathers, S. Auga/tine, 5. Bernard, 
S. Chryſcft9me ,and much adoc he hath to let $,Parl alone, So that 
amonglt fo many diſfentions, either hath. the, Church belecued 
nothing at all, or el{c hath the Church belecued them alcogether, 
that is to ſay,contradicions ; orelſe that the Church hath belceued 
but only ſome of them : and perchance , they haue all belecued 
contrary to what the Church belceueth. 

Come we now tothe common people, and they vnderſtand not 
the one halle part of that which we teach them : and when wez 
tell them of ſuch points of Diuinitic, wherein they were neuer 
brought yp; their fancics framing [dea's vnto themſclues, vpon 
what they heare, make them'conceme Chimera's in their braines, 
and to beleeue the quite contrary to what the Church doth, before 
they are well aware of ir. 

But our Cathol:kes now haue found out 2 remedy for that 
which is, That an implicite Fzith 1s enough for the common people, 
which is as much to fay,as to thinke only, & to belecue only as the 
Church doth, though they doe nor fo indeed. So then, ſceing that 
an implicite Faith is, To beleeue the contrary,and yet thinke they 
belceue the ſame ; if we could bur once perſwade the Huguenets, 
that they doe verily Heleeue as our Church of Rowe doth in cuery 
thing, although indeed they doe nor, they ſhall be of our Church. 
See then, if I haue not takena better method to conuert them, than 
any other Catho{zzerhaue yer light ypon, They labour to conuert 
them to ourexplicite faith, which were to make them belecue all 
the particulars of our Faith. And I, perceiuing them altogether 
yncapable of this Explicite Faith, haue eadeuoured my ſelfe to 
make them embrace the Implicite Faith, whick is much the eaſier 
of the two, and to perſwade themto belceue thatthey doe already 
beleeue, as our Church belecuerh : and conſequently, that their 
Faith is the ſame, and their Church the ſame. That fo by this per- 
ſwaſion they may praue, if not ſo good Catholiques as the Prieſts, 
yetat leaſt, as good Catholiques as the people, 
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Butroraume to purpoſe; it appeares by what hath 
beene ſaid; that i we ſtand foro firfk an vaicn in every poine, 
chen will not the Catholiques themſclues,neither learned nor yn. 
learned, beof the Rowax Church. Foraſmuch as the leartied wil 
net belecue us thereſt dot, and the ynlearned 5aywer. And would 
we content our ſelues with an efſentiall ynion, the Huguerors may 

ghen well be of it. Whereuponit followes, that we muſt 

needs yeeld to one of theſe; That either the Hugne- 
wer; arc of the Romer Church,or elſc that 
the Catholikes are not. 
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